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SCHOOL ENROLLhENT PROJECTIONS FOR 
COLORADO COUNTIES TO THE YEAR 2000 
Dr. Marc Swadener . 
■Scfiool of Education . • 

University of Colorado ; 
Boulder, Colorado 

INTRODUCTION 

In December, 1978 the Regents of the-tJniversity of Colorado requeste^..^l_. 
a study projecting school enrollments in Colorado. The study was to .project 
enrollments for each county and the state for each year from 1980 through 
1990 and for the years 19915 and 2000. The initial report, for the state . 
^ .as a whole, was published in January, 1980.(9 and 10) The study then con- 
tinued with the projection of school enrollments by county in Colorado. 
This^ document gi^es those projections. A copy of the .executive surrmary 
of this report is included in full in this reportv 

SOURCES OF DATA * - • 

^ Data used as the bases for this study were obtained as follows: 
1. Historical data were obtained in three primary areas. 
A. Population data were obtained from the Division of Planning of the 
Colorado Department of Local Affairs and the Business Research Division 
of the' College of Business and Administration, University of Colorado. 
(1, 4 and 7). B. Live birth data fo/ the j^ears"l960 through 1979 were 
obtained from the Colorado Department of.Health. (3) C. School, enroll- 
ment data for the years. 1961 through' 1979 were obtained from the Colorado 
Department' of Education and the Colorado -S'tate Library. (2) 



2. Data on projected population for the years 1980' through 200.Qh 
were obtained from the Colorado Department of Local Affairs .Division of 
, Planning. ,(6) Projecte'd population for the years between 1985 and 1990 
were obtained by linear interpolation from figures for the years 1935 and 
1990. Projected population datrused are .considered to be conservative 
since they have been-up-dated sinc'e the analysis ms done for this study. 

All the historical data in lA, IB and >1C are contained (along with 
other data) in th.e document titled POPULATION, LIVE BIRTHS, LIVE BIRTH 
RATE AND FALL P^lBLIC SCHOOL ENROLLMENTS IN COLORADO COUNTIES 1960-19^9. 
•(8) For readers interested in these data, the above report is the only 
, source in which population, live births and grade and-total -public school 
enrollments for all Colorado counties is included in one vol-ume. 
DEFINITION OF TERMS 

- There are some specialized terms which are uSed.in this report. These 
are def/ned below. 

1. Standard Live Birth date is the standard deviation of the . 
deviations of the county 'mdan live birth rate about the state meao.liye - 
birth rate over the period 1960-1978. ' • - 

2. Live Birth Rate i^ the number of live births per 1000 population. 

3. Spread Factor is the decimal eqtiivalent of, the high projection' 
as a pei"cent of the low projection. 



PROCEDURES 



Procedures used in this study were a combination of several procedures. 



Eaqh procedure will be addressed separately. 



^ For each county a live birth rate was chosen as a basis for computing • 
the projected live ^births. The live birth rate was- determined by the following 



procedure. 
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A. The-mean ,I1ve birth rate for a county ovej^the period 1960-1978 
was used If. '1.) The county mean live birtt, rate over the perlpd 1960-197a- 
was wItMn one standard live birth rate (see the section titled definition 
, of tennsj-of the state ™an live b1r« rate over the same period; and 2.) 
if the standard deviation of^he county live birth rate-^jve^ the period 
1960-1978 was less than or equal to one standard live birth rate. In essence 
the county mean live birth rate over the period 1960-1978 was „sed fir those" 
• counties Whose live birth rate over this period was stable when co,^,red to 
the live birth rate_ of all other counties AND the state as a wh^le. 

B. If either or both of the two subcriteria in (fl) above didAjot 
hqld then the lesser of the state mean,live birth rate and the count/ mean' 
Ifve birth rate for the period M60-1979 was used. The "choice of the 'lesser 
of these two figure^ provided a conservative base- for theWcted.live • 
births, the choice of the jnean provided stability.- • " 

" Once the live birti, rate was ?hosen by the abflve procedure, projected 
live bi.rths were computed based on projected population by dividing the 
Projected population by 1000 and ^itiplying ttls'flgureV the fhosen live" 
birth rate. ' . • 

In this report Colorado counties are divided'into three' groups (see 
■Table I). Group A counties are ihose for which complete projections 'were ' 
possible. These complete, projections inclu'de all grades and totat school ' ' J 
enrollment for the years 1980-2000< Group-B counties are those which only 
have projections for .gra^. one though twelve in. 1980, grades two through/ 
twelve in 1981. 'grades three through twelve in 1982. and so on^through grades 
eleven and twelve -in .1990. .Group C counties are.ftose Tor which no school 
projections were possible. . . ' ' 
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FoVall complete and partial projection counties, proj^ted grade enroll 
ments foe grades one through , twelve in 1980, grades two through twelve irr 
1981 and so on through grades eleven ^d twelve in 199D were computed in 
the following way-^ Each of the known grade level enrollments in 1979 was • 
multii^li-ed by a factor^hich represented' the mean" perc^ of . students in 
one grade in one year entering the oext grade .the 'next year for each county ' 
for 'the years 1961-1979. These means were obtained from historical' grade 
level enrollment data contained in table five of the report cited above. (8)' 
This process resulted in projected enrollments in grades onethrough twelve 
^s. in 1980.. This same process was repeated on these projected 1980 data to ' 
obtain projected enrollments in grades two through twelve in 1981. Iterations 
of this process produced successive enrol Iment projections thro'ugh grades 
eleven .and twelve in, 1990, This method of projection U called the cohort 
survival method and of several\metiiods attempted in this study was tfie 
. most reasonable .method for this portion of the projections for counties 
For the twenty-two counties with 'complete .projections", the remaining 
grade level- projections were .obtained by first projecting gr^cle one enroll- ■ 
-ments fdr each of the years 1982 through 2000 using an equation relating 
grade one enrollments to population ajjd live births. (This equation is 
•giv^in the appendix for each of these thirty counties.) The equation ' 
». was determined through a multivariate multiple regression procedure con- 
tained in the" Statistical Package the Social Sciences (SPSS f computer ^ 
programs (,11^) availabl^ thj^ou^h' the Univer^ity^of Colorado Computing Center.. 
Once t-he grade one enrollments Were' obtained a procedure identical to the" 
' coh.ort survival -procedure described-above was ^sed to"'fill. in" grade 
projections for other grades for each year, with the exception of Kinder- 
garten.enrol Iment in' the year -2000. This figure was computed based on ' ' 



projected grade on^enVollment In 2000. ^ En;onrnent K^dergarten is known ' 
. to be on the average, over the p^st twenty years, a certain percent of en- 

• ron.ent,in grade one in the san,e year for^a given county. " Projected grade • 
^ one enrollni^t^-n the year 2000 was multiplied by.the decimal equivalent 
' .of this percent to obtain projected Kinderga'rten enrollment in 2000. 

For the twenty-L counties with compJete projections, once grade ' 
level projections were obtained by the above procedure these projections 
were sun^ne^d wfthin years fo^ both the "low" and the "high" projections. " * " 
These sums were then corrected.for enrollment in the grade level "other", 
based on average enrollment i^ this grade category for the'period 1961-1979 
as a percent of a'verage total school enrollment over the same period. The 
above sum was multi,^Jied by one minus the decimal equivalent of this percent 
. to Obtain projected tota.ls£ho61 enrollment. P.rojected enrollment in grade " 
"other" was then obtained by subtracting from the projected total school- 
enrollment the sum Of the projected enrollment in grades Kindergarten'^through V 
twelve. 

• The choice of placing each county in either the complete1,r partial 
^ projection category was a two step procedure. The first step included * 
four cri1:eria. " 

1. The value of the multiple correlation in^the multiple regression 
for grade one must have been greater than .63 (i.e. the R squared greater than 

2. The ratio of the "spread factor" for total school enrollment 
for the year 2000 to the spread factor for population for the year 2000 
must have been less -than 1.3. This means that the spread of the high and 
low projected total school enrollments for'the year 2000 could not be ■ 

significantly different from the spread in projected population in the year. ' 
2000. 
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^ 1 • The ratio of projected enroTlment to projected population for 
given years/grade levels must have^been between .7 and l'.3 times the 
corresponding ratio, for 1979. 

4. All projections must have been positive." As ^J^ote of interest, 
due to erratic historical trends applyi'n^ the multiple regression equation 
^ for grade one projections "for six counties resulted iS some negative entries 
later in the;1980.2000 period. "Tllese six counties were exclude^d from complete 
projections for this reason. ' , ' ' • 

^ These four^ criteria were applied to each county as ^ "first cut^' 'criteria. 
. All four of these ^criteria had to 'apply for a given county in order to even 
'consider including^ complete projections for a county^ The result of this, 
was that thirty counties were considered for complete projections, thirty three 
were considered for partial projections. 

At this point in the analysi's there were three groupings of counties. 
. Compiete.projection counties, partial ^projection .courities,'and one-no school ' 
projection county. Hinsaale County, which does not have a sec'ondary school. ' 
. • A second round criteria was then applied to all but Hinsdale County. 
• for each county the percent' growth in total school enrollment and/or grade 
twelve enrolment over the period 1979-2000 pr0979-199(r was computed, ' 
yielding either four or two numbers dependin'g on whether the county was at 
that point a complete projection or a partial projection county. From, each 
Of these percents was subtracted the appropriate percent growth in population . 
for that county. 'This difference was then compared with a corresponding 
figure for the state of Colorado as a whole to check 'for reasonableness • 
Of the projections. This procedure indicated that'eight of the then complete 
projection counties were misplaced - four were placed in the partial 
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pro jectioru category and fbur^were felt-to be sufficiently outrageous to 
warrant mSking no school projections. Also of the thirty-three, then 
partial projections, twelve were felt to be reasonable and were retained 
as partial projection counties and twenty-one were felt to be unsuitable 
for school projections as completed in this study. 

The end result is that' there are twenty- two counties with complete 
• projections in this report, sixteen counties wi%h partial projections in 
«^this report, and twenty- fivd counties with no school/^projections in this., 
report. Please note however that in the comprehensive report of this study 
all counties have projections of population, live births and live birth rate 
(as cho|en by the above procedure.) 

Proj^^£te£ number of teacher and non-teacher personnel needed to support 
the projected total school enrollments were computed by multiplying projected 
totalf'school enrollments by the decimal equivalent of the ratio of teachers 
to students and non-teacher certified personnel to students (29675 to 550,527 
and 5206 to 550,527 respectively) for the state of Colorado as a whole tn 1979. 

ASSUMPTIONS ' < , . 

All -research is based on certain assumptions. For'this study several 
assumptions have been made^. 

1. It is assumed that historical trends established over the past twen-ty 
years in Colorado and Colorado counties will continue in the future. This 
assumption, *in the case of sdme counties, is tenuous but it is ..virtually 

♦ r 

impossible 'to tailor the procedures used to the unique situation in each 
county. The counties which at the present tiijie appear to not fit this 
assumption are those counties that will be impacted by the developmeijt of 
the energy industry. For those counties , 'suitable adjustment of the pro- 
jections given in this re|j3rt, made on the basis of specific information. 
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is warranted but is beyond the scope of this stucly, Hov/ever, to some' degree 

these factors 9.re accounted for in the projections of population as used in 

this study. * ^ ^ 

2. It is assumed'that the population projections used in'this study, 

as published by the Colorado Department of Local Affairs, Division of 

Planning (6), are the best such projections ^available, 
• » 

3. Due to the erratic nature of live births and live birth rate for many 
counties over th^e past twenty years, it is assumed that a fixed (as chosen) 

• c < 

.live birth rate for the next twenty years is the best basis for projecting 
live births, 

RESULTS ' • ' . 

In this report th^e following informatjon is given: a) For each of the ^ ' 
twenty-two counties for v/hich complete projections were possible, this report 
includes four tables of results. These tables include "low" and "high" 
projections. The "low" arjd "high" figures represent an interval within 
which th^re is a 50-50 cexpectation^ that the actual figures will fall. The* 
tables include projections for population, live births, live birth rate, 
grade level enrollments, total school enrollments, and teracher and non-teacher 
certified persbnnel needed to. support these enrollments.. In addition, for 
each of these counties, the formulas used to arrive at the school enrollment 
projections are given. 

b) For the sixteen counties for which partial projectfons are made, three 
tables for partial grade level enrollment projections are given. These 
partial projections include low and high projections for population, live 
births, live birth rate and some grade levels. The grade levels included 
are those for successive grades based on known 1979 enrollments. Thus for 
these sixteen counties only grjide enrollments above "the diagonal" are given. 
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fln other entries in the school enrollment- table are given" as (-0)' to -indi- 
cate that .projections in these' areas were not possible „ith any reasonable 
degree of certainty, given the procedures used. The equations used .t6 mk. 
the successive grade enrolln^nf projections for these counties are also giveS. 

c) For counties with-no school projections, data on projected population,. 
Hve births, and live birth rate for 19SD-20OO are^included. Even though 

no school projections were possible for these tbunties it is felt that'the ■ 
data given will assist local officials in making decisions for the future. ■ 
Tl-ese, data make thi? report more complete than if this information were deleted. 

d) Given the massive amount of .data generatedby ttis study and to avoid 
. delay, no attempt was made at this ti^ to identify patterns across counties 

or county groupings. .However the scope of coverage of counties in Colorado 
can be measured by considering «,e percent of Colorado population which is ■ 
included in, the. complete projection counties and the .partial projection 
counties. The twenty-two complete projection counties account for 75.8 
percent! of Colorado population in- 1979, and app^ximately 74.5 percent in , 
both 1990- and 2000. Partial projection counties account for 17.5 percent 
of Colorado population in 1979 and about 18.3 percent in 1990. Thus ttese 
two groupings of Colorado counties combined account for 93,4 percent of ' 

Colorado population and about 93 percent in 1990.. Thus it is clear^harby 

far the tejor portion of Colorado population centers are included in this ' 
report in either a complete or a partial projection county. 

On the attached pages the complete executive sugary and results for each 
county (in alphabetical ^order) are given. Where it was felt that so^- con^n- 
tary on the results for a county would be of 'assistance, such co™«ntary is 
given. ^ ^ 
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. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 



Conclusions 

' 1. Over the period 1980-1990- Colorado counties will experience a slight 
decrease in the proportion^ of their populations which will be in the 
grade twelve age group and experience slow growth in numbers of students 
over the same period. 

2. This trend indicates that the pool of grade twelve students ava'ilable 
for enrolling in post high school educational institutions will' remain 
relatively constant over the period 1980-1990; and that the pool of 
pot_ential "older" students for these institutions will increase during 
the period. 

3. The trend for slow growth in public school grade twelve enrollment 

^ over the period 1980-1990 will change to greater growth in ,tlie period 
1990-2000: Th.is will be reflected in greater demands on post high, 

. • school educational "institutions durtng'the 1990-2000 period than during 
the 1980-1990 period. This change, in a positive direction wil 1 begin 
in the late^l980's. 

4. Overall. Colorado' counties will experience significant growth in ' 



population and a slightly lesser, growth in publ'ic school enrollment 
^over the period 1980-1990 with a gaih,in growth in'public schoo) 
enrollment during the period 1990-2000. However, there are some counties^ 
which can expect decreases in both pop'ulartion and public school enroll- 
ment over both periods. There "are also a number of counties which can 
expect vigorous growth over the same periods in both population and 
public school enrollment. ]' ■ ' ' ' . 
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5. It is projected that the population of Colorado counties, on the average, 
will be growing at a more r<ipid rate than the United States as a whole. 

6. With respect to the "low population projections" seven of the counties 
in the eastern portion of the south central part of the state constitute 
the largest concentration of counties which are projected to have 
negative growth over themext twenty years. Nine other counties will 
experience negative growth; -Park, Clear Creek, Gilpen, Jackson, Washington, 
Sedgwich, Dolores, Ouray, and Denver. All these counties with projected\ 
negative growth comprised 24.5 percent of the state population in 1979, 
are projected on a low projection bases to comprise 19.4 percent in 

.1990 and 16.2 percent in 2000. . . - * 

7. All counties not included in statement number six will experience positive 

growth in population and in general a slightly less positive growth in 

school enrollment. 
' * - / ' 

8. the;, projections for partial projection counti^s^ based solely on the 

cohort survival procedure, are ^nsidered vefry cot^servative or lower 
than can be expected to actually take place. 



NOTE: Population and projections for complete projection counties within 

. this report are given in terms of "low" and "high" projection.s. 
« 

These low and high projections represent a fifty percent confidence 

interval. That is, there is a 50-50 chance that the actual population/ 
enrollment will fall within the interval between the low and high 
projection. 
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In December, 1978 this study was undertaken at the request of the 
Regents of the University of Colorado. The purpose of the study was to 
pi^oject school enrollments fn Colorado and Colorado. counties to the year 
2000. The study has been completed in two phases. The first phase projected 
school enrollments for Colorado as a whole and resulted in two reports issued 
in January and August of 19,80 (1 and 2). .The study then, continued into the 
second phase, projecting enrqllments'for Colorado counties. This report 
summarizes the results of the second phase. Persons interested iii details 
of this second phase are directed to two other reports; one containing 
historical data (3) and the other containing the comprehensive report on 
counties, which contains an extensive series of tables encompassing each 
county in Colorado, (4). 

This report concerns projections of school enr9llments in public 
schools during the fall of the school year. It does not concern enrollment 
in private or paroct|ia1 schools. Suitable cpnnections sKould be made if 
these schools are to be indlided for planning purposes. In Colorado as a 
whole, enrollment in private and parochial schools is about eleven percent 
of enrollment in public scHoo^ls. 

For the purposes of this report, Colorado counties^ are divided into 
three groups: twenty-two counties with complete school projections, sixteen 
counties with partial school projections, and twenty-five counties with no 
school projections (see Table I). The criteria for placing each county 
into one of these three categories are given in the comprehensive report 
of this study. ' ^ 

For "complete projection" counties, this study projects.^grade level and 
total school enrollments fori the complete period 1980-2000. For "partial 
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projection" counties only successive grade level projections beginning with 

grades one through twelve in 1980, grades two through twelve in 1981 and 

I 

so on through grades eleven and twelve in 1990 a^e included. For "ho-school , 
projection" counties only projections for populatioa> live births and live 
birth rate are included, ' 

.Projections in this study were completed, using a three part procedure. 
Live birth rates were projected using multiple criteria, -based on historical 
trends over the period 1960-'1979, Partial projections were • completed using 
the cohort survival method of projection. Cohort survival multipliers 
were determined by averaging grade to grade successbr' multipliers from 
historical grade enrollment data for each county over the period 1961-1979. 
TKese were then applied in iterations on known enrollment figures for 1979. 

Complete prx)jections were made by deterrfiiairfg an equation relating ^ 
grade one enrollment, .population during the year of birth and live births 
the year of birth. This equation was applied "to population, projected 
population and projected, live births' to obtain *projectfed'^rade one enrollments 
for each complete projection county for the years 1981-2000, Cohort survival 
multipliers were then applied to "fill in'' all other grade levels. Total 
school enrollments were obtained by summing gra'de ,level enrollments and 
correcting this sum^ fpr non-graded enrollments (as reflected in historical 
data for each county). , . ' * ' ' , 

An exhaustive list of tables giving the projections resulting from 
this procedure, along with complete appendices on the eqqations used, etc, 
is presented in the comprehensive report of this steely. Data fpr 1979 and 
projected data for 1990 and 2000 are given in this report in Tables II 

c 

through IV, These data were given additional analysis to extract projected 



growth rates, perceirts , 'means and standard deviations for all counties 
and the three categories of counties, where-^appl i cable. These data are 
presented ia Tables V through XV in this 'report. » 

Further extraction of the county data along v'lth corresponding data 
for the United States and Colorado as a whole are given for comparison' 
in Tables I-A and I-B in this report. 

Digest of Results ' • , 

1. Complete projection counties represent threerfourths of the population 
.of the state of Colorado consistently throughout the 1979-2000 period.' 

2. Complete projection and partial projection counties combined represent 
nearly ninety-three percent of the population of Colorado consistently 
over the period 197-9-2000. ) p . , " 

3. Complete projection counties represent a proportion of , total public 
school enrollment of the state of Colorado consistent with their 
population. 

4. The mean annual growth- rate in population for all counties in Colorado 
will be between 1.66 tiercent and 3.76 percent for the period 1979-'1990 
and between 1.53 pere^nt~afK^^%75--peTxent for the period 1979-2000. 

5. Complete projection counties will experience an average of between 
1.96 percent and >2.*87 percent annual growth in population over the V 
period 1979^000. ^ ^ ' 

6. Partial projection counties will experience afr average of between 1.88 
and 3.85 percent annual growth in population over the period 1 979-1.990. 

7. No school projection counties will experience an average of between/. 
1.18 and 3.79 percent annual growth in^ population over the period 
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1979-1990 and between 0.99 and 2.56 percent annual growth over the 
period 1979-2000. ^ 

8. Complete projection counties will experience an average annual growth 

9 

"of between 1.95 and 2.68 percent in public school enrollment over the 
* period 1979-2000, and between 1.44 and 2.32 percent average annual 
growth in public school grade twelve enrollment over the same period. 

9. .partial projection counties will experience very little if any growth 

in public school grade twelve enrollment over the period 1979-1990. 

, The projections for partial projection counties are to be considered 

very conservative or lower than what wfll actually take place. This^ 
if " • 

, is attributable to the cohort survival method used. 

10. On the average, public school enrollment as a percent of population 
for complete projection counties in the year 2000 will be nearly the 

^ " 'same as it was in 1979, about 21 .4 -percent. 

11. On the average, public school"^rade twelve enrollment as a percent of 

4 

population for partial projection counties will change from' 1.58 percent 
in 1979 to between U08 and 1,31 percent in 1990. This reflects a slight 
decrease in th^ pool ofpOljential seventeen/eighteen year olds available 
for college enrollment from^these counti^s^ in re Ution-to- the population 
as a whole. 

12. The same trend appears to be alpplicable for complete projection* counties ^ 
from 1979 to, 2000 except that the decrease will be less pronounced; a 
change of ' from 1.63 percent in 1979 to about 1.5 percent in 2000. 
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Companion Reports of Projections/ 

' This phase of this study has generated several other reports: a 
one volume comprehensive report of projections including a complete set 
of tables and commentary for each county, and thirty eight indTvidual 
county reports— one for each county in the complete projection and partial 
projection categories. Separate county reports are not available for the 
twenty-five counties for which no school projections were possible (see ' 
Table I). ^ 
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-TABLE I. Nupbarad alphabatical list of Colorado coOntias. Thoaa- 
countias Mith only partial projactiona in thia atudy ara aarkad with a 
singla' astariak (<), counti«a 'Mith no achcsol projactiona ara aarkad with 
a doubla aatariak ' («) , all othara hava coaplata projactiona. 



COUNTY 



COUNTY 



COUNTY COUNTY 



1. Adaaa 

2. Ala«oaa t 
iS.Arapahoa t 

■ 4.Archulata %t 

5. Baca %% 

6. Bant 'tt 

7. Bouldar. 
e. Cha-f-f aa % 
9.Chayanna t 

10. Cl^ Craaktt' 

11. ConaJoa tt 

12. Coatilla tt 

13. CroMlay tt 
lA.Cuatar tt 

^a.Dalta tt 
lA.Danvar 



17.Dolaraa tt 
IS'.Dpuglaa 

19. Eagla t 

20. Elbart 

21. El Paao 

22. Fraaont 
23.8hr-fiald 

24. Gilpin t 

25. Brand 
26.8unniaan *tt 

27. Hinadala tt 

28. Huar-fano tt 

29. Jackaon 

30. Jaf -f araoh 

31. Kio«<a 

32. Kit Caraon 



33. Laka tt 49 

34. La Plata SO 

35. LjiriflMr ' Sl< 
36«Laa Aniaaa S2 
37»Lincoln tt S3, 

38. Logan tt S4i 

39. Maaa t 5S. 

40. mnaral tt 56 

41. Hof-fat t S7, 

42. Montazuma t SGi 

43. hk}ntrOBa tt S9< 

44. Morgan * ^ 
48.0taro t 61, 
46. Ouray tt 62 

47. Park tt 63. 

48. Phillipa . 64 



Pitkin tt 
I Pr owara tt 
,Puablo 
,Rio Blanco t 
,Rio Sranda tt 
Routt t « 
Saguacha tt 
San Juan t 
San Migual t 
Sadgwick t 
Suaait 
Tallar 

Waahington tt^ 

Wald r 

Yuaa 

STATE OF COLORADO 



(Notai Data -for tha atata of Colorado in tha -folloMihg tablaa ara - 
includad only -for rm^wrmmzm purpoaaa. ' Thua antriaa -for tha atata of 
Colorado in aach of tha -folloiiiiing tablaa wara dalatad -from calculation 
of tha, maan and atai^dard ^d«viation. > ' 




Complete Projections 



Partial Projections. , nq School Projections 
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TABLE' I-A. SuMMry data -For projactad av«r;^g« annual growth rata* -For 
populations -For th« Unitad Statos, Colorado and catagor'ias of Co^ad6 
countiM. Tha LCM and HISH coluinns contain ratas (in parcant) coaputad 
•froa loM.proJactiona and high projactions of populations, thus* -tn 
casas tha HI8H antry «ay ba lass than, tha LOW antry.> ' 



PERIOD 

1979-1990 
1979-1990 
1979^1990 

1979-2000 
1979-2000 
1979-2000 

PERIOD- 

All population (Buraku of Cansus) 1979-1990(2) 
All population (Dapt.of Local- Affairs) 1979-1990(3) 
Public school anrollaaht , 1979-t990(4) 
Grada tMalva anroll'aant 1979-1990(4) 



UNITED STATES (S)« 

All popMlatioh 

Papulation ag«d 5-1? 

F^opulaticxi ag«d 17 

All population 

Population agad 5-17 

Population agad 17 

COLORADO 



LOW 



0.68 
-1.16 
-2.33 

0.53 

-o;'44 

-0.91 

1.05 
1.67 
0.94 
-0.58 



HISH 



1^28 
1.38 
-2.35 

1.17 
1.52 

>HIGH 

1.91 
2; 81 
1.30 
0.98 



All population (Buraau of, Cansus) .1979-2000(2) 0.93 

All population (Dapt.pf Local Affairs) 1979-2000(3) 1.84 

Public school anrolloiant 1979-2000(4) 1.17 

8rada t»«alva anrollaant ^ 1979^2000(4) 0.28 



rCANS FOR TWENTY-TWO COLOf». 
COUNTIES WITH COMPLETE ' ^ 
PROJEfcTIONS IN THIS REPORT 



All population 

All population 

Public school anrollnant 
Srada tiMilva anrollnant- 



PERIOD 



197«^-1990 
1979^2000 
197»-2000 
1979-2000 



LOW 



2.05(V-B)ft 
1.96(VII-B) 
1.95(IX) 
1.44(X> f 



1.70 
2.68 
1.97 



HIGH 



3.68(VI-B) 
2.87(VIII-B) 
2.68(IX) 
2.S2(X) 



MEANS FOR SIXTEEN COLORADO 
COUNTIES WITH PARTIAL 
PROJECTIONS IN THIS REPORT, M 

All population 
All population 
' drada t»«»lya anrollaant 

MEANS FOR TWENTY-FIVE -COLORADO 
COUNTIES WITHOUT SCHOOL 
PROJECTIONS IN THIS REPORT 



All populatjLon 
All population 



PERIOP 



1979-1990 
1979-2000 
1979-1990 



PERIOD 



1979-1990 
1979-2000 



LOW 



HISH 



1.88(VrB) 3.85(VI-B) 
1 . 80 (VI I-B^"2;«7(VH I-B> 
0.21 (XI)- 0.21 (XI) 



LOW 



HI8H 




l.ia(V-B> 3.79 (VI-B) ^ 
0.99(VII-B) 2.56(VI1I-B) 



* , Danotas\tha nuabar of tha rmimrmncm for tha Exacutiva SunMiary froa 
Mhich thasa'data Mara coaputad. 

«t For thasa si)(taan count i as only ona projaction was givan fof|i^ grada 
twalva anrollaant so tha low and high projactions, ara tha saaa. 

• Tha Roesa^nuaarals indicata tha ^abla nuabar/in tha Exacutiva Suaaary 
which contains thasa data. ^ 
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TABLE Z-B. Buwwry d«t« for «ub->popul«tionm am a pwcant oi a parant 
population for giv«n yaarm. Th« LOW and HZ8I4 coIuiwhi contain 
p«rc«ntagM co«iiput«d 09 th« bamim of proJ«ct«d Iom and prpjactsd high 
populationm, thum in mow». cam— th» HIGH vntry «ay bm iMm than th» LOW 
•ntry. 



UNITED STATES <S>^ 1979 

LOW HIGH 



Agmm S-17 am X 

of population 21.39 



21.18 



1990 
LOW , HIGH 

17.49 21.42 



2000 



LOW 



17.43 



HIGH 



22.78 



Agm 17 am X 

of population 

COLORADO (4) t 



1.91 1.G9 
1979 



Total public school 
•nrollMnt am X 

Gradm t^vMil va am X 
op population 



1.36 



1.26 



20.27 



1990 
LOW HIGH 



18.98 



19.89^ 



MEANS FOR TWENTY-TWO 
PRdJECTION COUNTIES IN THIS REPORT 



1.41 



1.69 



2000 
LOW HIGH 



17.67 




total public school 
•nrblliMnt am X 
of population 



21.44 

■<XII-B><^, 



21.59 
(XIII) 



21.04 

(XIII) 



Gradm tMalv» am X 

' of population' 



1.63 
(XIV-B> 



1.48 

(XV) 



1.50 

(XV) 



MEANS FOR SIXTEEN 
PARTIAL PROJECTION 
COUNTIES IN THIS REPORT 

Sradm tiMilvm am X 

of population ' 



MEANS FOR TWENTY-FIVE COUNTIES 
WITHOUT SCHOOL PROJECTIONS 
IN THIS REPORT 



1979' 



1.58 
<XIV-B) 



1979 



1990 



LOW 



1.17 
(XVI) 



HIGH 



0.90 
(XVI) 



Gradm twalvm am X 

of population 



1.70 
(XIV-B) 



> Danotam tha nuabar of tha rafaranca in tha Exacutiva SuMiiary from 
Mhich thama data war a coaputad* 

• Tha Roaan nuaaralm indicata tha tabla nuabar in tha Exacutiva S u aaary 
Mhich'qontainm this 4<ita.> 
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WUUTION 



LIVE'llRTH RATE 



J 
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1 rw 


UTfiU 




Hiin 


PRO]. 


AVE. 


1 COUNTY KMC 

MiriiiiiiiuiiiJi 


' l?7f 




IffO 


2000 


2000 


1980-2000 194M979 


1 MAM 






* 

oZItw 


^7109 


1 4 ■! AA 

411100 


18.8 


21.9 


\4 A] AMASA 


1 4 AAA 

11900 


1 lAAA 

'14900 


1 iAAA 

14100 




<MI AA 

20100 


18.8. 


20.'O 




242100 


329400 


389900 


422300 


419200 


18.4 


17.7 


4 MICHUIETA ' 


* 3700 


9100 


4300 


4000 


7300 


18.8 


22.3 


S MCA 


noo 


4400 


■AAA 


1 lAA 

4400 


9400 


• 17.4 


14.4 


• IBlT 


4100 


7000 


■ 1 AA 

9400 


^AAA 

7000 


9800 


19.4 


1912 


7. lOUUEX 


178000 


232900 


247400 


289800 


339400 


18.0 


17.4 


1 CHAFFEE " 


12300 


14800 


14700 


18400 


20900 


18.0 


18.0 


















f CHEYBME 


1900 


2000 


2300 


2000 


2400 


17.2 


17.0 


10 CLEM CftEEX 


4300 


. .4800 


4900 


9000 


4900 


18.8 


20.9 


- 11 CONEJOS 


7400 


4800 


9400 


7200 


10100 


22.2 - 


22.1 


' i2 C08TILU 


3000 


2400 


3900 


2900 


4100 


18.8- 


20.4 


13 CMMLEY 


2700 


2900 


3400 


2900 


3700 


19.4 


19.0 


14 CUSTER 


1900 


1300 


1700 


1300 


IBOO 


12.8 


13.1 


IS DELTA 


19500 


29200 


43700 


3180 


48200 


19.9 


19.4 ^ 


U VBm 


442700 


443000 


532300 


497400 


■ 979700 


18.7 


18.4 


17 DOLORES 


1400 


1400 


2000 


1400 


2100 


18.8 


20.3 


11 DOMLAI 


24400 


40200 


74400 


99900 


130800 


18.8 


21.9 


If EMLE 


14300 


23200 


28100 


31800 


37400 


14.8 


14.4 


20 ELKRT 


^300 


7800 


8400 


9000 


9900 


18.8 


13.4 


21 EL PAN 


2N900 


314200 


410700 


382400 


494100 


18.1 

AVI V 


19.5 


22 FRENMT 


27000 


28400 


33800 


39700 


40100 


14.3 


14.1 


23 MRFIELO 


20400 


33200 


39900 


42400 


90100 


' 17.9 


17.4 


24 IILFIN 


2400 


2000 


3700 


1800 


4200 


18.8 


14.9 


28'' IRAm - 


7200 


12000 


13900 


14900 


19000 


. 18.7. 


18.3 


24 WMIIOR^ 


9300 


19000 


21400 - 


17900 


•'54700 


17.0 


14.3 


27 HIMSALE 


900 


400 


800 


300 


1000 


18.0 


12.3 


21 MJUrMN) 


MOO 


9700 


7700 


9900 


8300 


14.8 


18.9 


29 JACXUN 


INO 


1400 


2200 


1700 


2400 


t8.8 


19.4 ' 


30 JEFFERNtt , 


340200 


447700 


920800 


974100 


438200 


18.8 


18.3 


31 KIOM'- 


' - 1800 


2000 


3100' 


1900 


3^0 


18.8 


17.4 


32 KITCARtM 


7400 


8700' 


10100 


ioloo 


11700 


18.8 


18.3 

\wmMMMMM, 


•> « 


• 


(CONTIMIEO Oil NEHJASE) 

♦ 




1 

\ 




N 
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POraUTION 



LIVE IIKTH RATE 













LflH 




m. 


AVE^ 


t 


COUHTY NAHE 


l!7f 


m 


IWO 


2000 


2000 


1910-2000 1940-1979 






•AAA 
fVW 


IIMA 
IITW 




1S9VV 


1I9AA 


ll.l 


24.4 




1 ft M ATA 


ZIlvQ 


47199 


42199 


91/99 


9f 199 


lli7 


18.1 


33 


LARHKX 




mioo 


214400 


282300 


279400 


17.1 


17.9 


3i 


LAI ANINAI 


14M0 


13300 


ISfOO 


12400 


19600 , 


14.0 


19.4 




LIRCulJ 


49w 


■AAA 

9999 


XQAA 
M99 


9299 


I7AA 

6799 


19.4 


14.9 


Of 






1MAA 

17999 


21799 


91 AAA 
21999 


'niAA 
^0199 


11,1 


17.4 




NEIA 


72W0 


f4000 


104400 


123200 


139400 


14.4 


14.4 


40 


NINERAL 


700 


1300 


1400 


1100 


2200 


19.1 


19.7 


41 


MACtAT 

nurrAi 




1/^ 


lAlAA 

29499 


25t99 


90flAA 
iol99 


11.8 


20.2 


42 


fWRttiUM 




16409 


10AAA 
17999 


^7AA 

29799 


^7 AAA 

2^999 


18.8 


20.0 


43 


MMTMIK* 


2234« 


31400 


41100 


39100 


90100 


18.3 


18.0 ' 


44 


NOMM 


21400 


21400 


24100 


24400 


27B00 


18.8 


IS. 7 


49 


OTEM 


22400 


22999 


24399 


22700 


26799 


18.8 


19.9 




OUKAY 


1IAA 


1499 


2199 


■AA 

799 


2699 


17.1 


17.3 


47 




S300 


4700 


4700 


3100 


8000 


. 19.8 


14.0 




niiaiN 


4300 


9000 


stoo 


3300 


4000 


14.4 


14.2 


4t 


PITKIII 


111 AA 

12100 


19399 


1 7IAA 

17499 


11 AAA 

21999 


24300 


18.4. 


17.4 


99 


MMItM 


iM^ 


11799 


21299 


91 AAA 
21999 


'9§AAA 

^27999 


18.8 


20.9 


91 


nmo 


120900 


11S400 


134700 


114100 


131400 


18.4 


18.1 


92 


Rib MJWCO 


5700 


11200 


2S300 


-11300 


24300 


18.8 


19.4 


94 


nio nuwot 




12199 


^ mAA 
13799 


IIIAA 

14199 


' 1 ITAA 

16399 


17.3 


17.1 


94 


MM ITT 

nWTT 


*|A8AA 

^ V 12999 


1MAA 
I7I99 


21199 


27199 


tA7AA 
*9/99 


18.8 


^' 20.1 


99 


MMMCK 


^•99 


9t99 


#499 


7AAA 
/999 


■AAA 
1999 


18.8 


22.8 


94 




fOO 


1000 


1200 


1200 


1900 


18.8 


29.9 


97 


MNHINEL 


3100 


4300 


4100 


4200 


4400 


18.8 


19.8 


91 


KOMICX 


3200 


2400 


3300 


1700 


' 2100 


14.3 


19.8 


9? 


nmiT 


f400 


lONO 


13400 


119800 


19900 


18.8 


21.3 


M 


TELLER 


7300 


11100 


12300 


14900 


14300 


15.4 


19.7 


41 




9100 


3000 


4200 


4f00 


4700 


14.0 


• 13.4 


42 


KLB 


111400 


131700 


113300 


IWOO 


234000 


18.8 


18.7 


43 


YUM 


9200 


10400 


12200 


11900 


14200 


19.8 


19.4 


44 


ITATE OF COLOMOO 


2714000 


3291773 


3414434 


.3!7!97? 


4731733 




17.4 
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TMU-in. KILICICmElimiGITFn 197f,lffOMt20MFMC0l0M^ 



NHIC SCHOOL EMOLUENT 



^ COO^^TY NAME 


1979 • 


L0lhl990 


HIIH-1990 


L0lh2000 


HieH-2000 


■■■■■■■iiiifiiiti~iifrr\irfTirTi 

1 MNM 


41223 


99211 


34899 


43849 


49377 


2 ItLMOM 


2S9 










3 MMNHOE 


49937 


- 




- 


- 


A MCHULETA 


979 




ft 


WW 


WW 


S MCA 


11194 ' 




mm 






4 KXT 


llf7 U 




_ 




_ 


7 MXUOt 


35f53 > 


w*3883 


47149 


40499 


47414 


1 CMFFiE 


2433 








WW < 




^ 445 










10 CLEM CtEEK 


1244 










11 COHUOt 


2178 


— 


— 


— 


— 


12 CQiTIIlA 


«4 






WW 


• 


13 CMMLEY 


'521 


WW 








14 CUITEX 


• 271 


«W 








19 DELTA 


4197.. 


— 


— 


— 


— 


u torn 


451:21 


44318 


70938 


, 74091 


74983 


17 DOLOREI 


373 


WW 








11 MXJUM 


44ft 


144f4 


lf701 


37933 


48297 


19 EMU 


1M2 










20 ELKKT 


1514 


INl 


in3 


2143 


2284 


21 EL MM 


41571 


43il4 


44929 


44543 


44824 




5342 


4174 


4514 


4944 




23 IMFIEL9 


9114 


7110 


8283 


7984 


8947 


24 IILPIR 


247 










29 mm 


1440 


2192 


2309 


3098 


3384 


24 MMItW 


1490 










27 HlMSMi 


29 










21 HUEXFAM 


1217 










29 JKXtON 


. 49 


310 


919 


413 


422 


30 JEFFEMON ' 


79190 


97113 


111499 


137948 


193449 


31 tim 


402 


377 


999 . 


372 


743 


32 XITCMtON 


1744 


2001 . 


2201 


2090 


> 2119 



(« T^li EXm OF I»ICATE8 TMT NO MNECTION KM POSSIBLE FOR THAT COUNTY AN8 YEM.) 

(CONTINUES ON NEIT PME) ^ . 
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TMCi in. PUBLIC KNOOL ENMUICXT FM if7f,imMI 2000 FM NIOMM COUNTIES. (CONT.) 

PUKIC SCHOOL ENMLUEliT 



t COUNTY NME ifTf LON-ilfO HlW-lf^ LOV-2000 HISH-2000 



S3 LAKE if31 ~ — — — 

34 LA PLATA 3247 M21 43S0 7430 SUl 

35 LARIHEX 29ffl ^ 4S233 73202 S4439 

34 LAS ANIilAI « 2714 2393 2143 242S 3if4 

37 LINCOLN SN - - T " 

35 LOIAN " - - " 
3f HESA 1547S - ~ ~ - 

40 NINEML 14* ~ ~ ~ - 

41 HOFFAT " 2S40 ~ ~ ~ ~ 

42 NONTEZUNA 3134 - - - - 

43 HQNTM8E 5312 - - ^ - - 

44 NOMAN 4f35 - ~ ~ ~ 

45 OTEW 542f - - 

44 OUNAY - 371 

47 PAW • 1327 ~ ~ ~ - 

45 PHILLIPS f73 104f 1170 1185 1370 

4f PITKIN 1012 - ~ " r 

30 PMNEM 3044 - - ~ 

31 PUEILO ' 24523 24473 24322 24554 27320 

52 AIO SLANCO^ 13?2 ~ - 

53 RIOSMNDE 25f3 - - - - 

54 noun 2540 • ~ 

55 SAMAGHE f4l - - 

54 SAN JUAN 141 - " ~ ~ - 

-57 SANRIBUa 441 - 

91 SEIMICX 475 — ~ — — 

5f SUMIT 1305 ISfl ISOf 2122 2500 

40 TELLEN 2003 29S4 3193 4007 4413 

41 MAIHINrON 1042 - ~ ~ ,~ 

42 NELI '21222 2f754 35730 , 41441 30444 

43 YUM 203f 2400 2741 2701 344f ' 

44 STATE OF COLORADO 550527 418501 732723 703103 S2f724 

(A TASLE/ENTRY of INSfCATES THAT NO PROJECTION NAS POSSIBLE FOR THAT COUNTY AND YEAR.) 



TMLE IV. NHIC tCHOOL MME TKELVE QMLUfXT FM IfTY, IfM M 2000 FOR COLQRAM COUKTIEt. 
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BMOr naff QMUJIEMT 



0 COmXY NAHS 


lf7f 


1990 


L0lh2000 


HI9H-20& 




3439 


3029 


3744 


40S7 


2 MJMOM 


172 


• 193 


— 






' 4970 


3412 


— 




A AAMJIM CTA 

4 MKNuTII 










9 MCA 


101 


— 


— 


• 


4 IBtT 


92 








7 MWUEII 


2931 


2M7 


4377 


4197 


1 ClwFru 




ISA 






t CHEYQIK 


43 


42 




— 


10 CLEMCXEEX 


44^ 






mm 


11 'COCJOI 


149 


— 


- 


mm 


12 CMTILLA 


, To- 








13 CMMiY 


ss 






— 


14 CUfTEX 


11 








IS DATA 


347 






< 


14 DEllVtX 


4130 


3011 


4291 


4320 


17 tOUMEl 


37 


mm 


mm 


— 


11 DOMLM 


311 


842 


2714 


33f4 


If EMLE 


142 


94 






20 ELKKT 


124 


130 


U7 


4«M 

177 


2i EIPMO 


4411 


4723 


4911 


4930 


22 FKMNT 


424 


343 


492 


S47 


23 IMFIELI 


351 


342 


SIS 


417 


24 lILflH 


U 


21 








97 


133 


' 114 


20S 


2i 'MMIIIM 


104 






mm 


27 mmi 




• 






-21 MIEKFMC 


97 








29 JKXKM 


34 


24 


24 


34 


30 JEFFEMON 


43r ' 


4707 


9129 


10914 


31 XIOIM 


41 


21 


27 


90 


32 KITCMtON 


134 


422 


141 


ISS 



(A TMIi amtY OP imiCATEl THAT NO FMMECTION Mi NSSIHE FOR THAT COUHn MO YEM.) 

(CWTIMIEl ON NEIT PME) 



ERIC 



3i 



TMLE IV. PULIC SCHOOL BMDE TKLVE EMMLLHEMT F(M m, iVfO MO 2000 FOK CXOMOO COUNTIEI. (CONT.) 



nUOE TKLVE EMMUJENT 



* CffiJNTYIMC 


If7f 


IffO 


L0lh2000 


HI8H-2000 


TT 1 Aire 


iZt 








Tl 1 A M ATA 


111 

4#7 




31/ 


asM 


39 LMHHER 




2431 


9031 


S4W 


34 LMMIIMI 


227 


140 


144 


m 


TT 1 f MMI II ^ 


71 








38 LOMN 










3f NEM 


m 


U27 


— 


— 


40 HIICML 

• \ 


17 


— 




— 


41 NuFFAT 


Itl 


234 






* 

42 MMTQUM 


244 


299 






43 mMTMK 


440 










373 


274 




— 


4S OTEXO 


IMA 

420 


292 






44 OUMY 


32 






mm 


47 m 


74. 




mm 




41 raiaira 


77 


41 


ts 


101 


• 

4f PITKIN 


i04 


mm 


** 




30 PMMEM 


237 








Si PUEKO 


2042 


1074 


1113 


1141 


92 Riomwco 


137 


101 


— 


— 


93 RIO MAMK 


4 m4 








94 ROUTT 


i9f 


227 






S IMUmjC 


■ . 79 








9^ IAN ^UAN 


a 


14 






37 SMHIBUB. 


40 


4f 




4 


31 lEOWICX' 


4f 


40 




mm 


99 lumiT 


77 


119 


14S 


147 


40 TEUiX 


141 


220 


311 


341 


4i HMHIMTOII 


103 








42 Nag 


1317 


1307 


0 2123 


2941 


43 YUM 


197 


- 147 


114 


231 


44 STATE OF COLOMN 


40f3f 


41740 


43431 


31240 



(A TMLE ENTRY OF INSICATEI THAT NO PWUECTION HAI FOtlllLE FOR THAT COUNTY AM) YEAR.) 



3 
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TABLE V-A. Rank order listing of Colorado counties with respect 
to average annual growth computed from esti-mated population in 
1979 and the LOW projection of population in th^ year 1990. 

• \.*- 

\ • 



RANK COUNTY COUNTY 





NAME 


NUMBER 

: 


7. 

= 


1 


DOUGLAS 


. 18 


8.56^ 


2 


RIO BLANCO 


52 


6.33 


3 


MINERAL 


40 


5.79 


4 


GRAND • 


. 25 


4.75 


: 5 


GARFIELD 


' 23 


4.53 


6 


EAGLE 


19 


4.5 


7 


GUNNISON 


' 26 


4.44 


8 


ROUTT 


54 


4.27 


9 


LA PLATA 


34 


3.74 


10 


DELTA ' 


15 


3.74 


1 1 


LAKE 


33. 


3.68 


12 


TELLER 


60 


3.63 


13 


SAGUACHE 


55 


3.59 


14 


SAN MIGUEL 


57 


3.45 


15 


WELD 


62 


3.27 


16 


Larimer 


35 


3.25 


17 


MOFFAT 


41 


o . 1 / 


18 


MONTROSE 


43 


3. 16 


19 


PROWERS 


-50 


3.01 


20 


ARCHULETA 


4 


2.96 


21 


MESA 


39 


2.53 


22 


BOULDER- 


7 


2.4^7 


23 


PITKIN 


49 


2. 16 


24 


ALAMOSA ' 


2 


2.06 


25 


ADAMS 


1 


2.02 


26 


JEFFERSON 


30 


2 


27 


ARAPAHOE 


3 


1.97 


28 'ELBERT 


2a 


1.96 


29 


CHAFFEE 


8 


1.7 


—STATE OF COLORADO 64 


1.67 


30 


HINSDALE 


27- 


1.67 


31 


KIT CARSON 


32 

=5t========== 


1.48 



RANK COUNTY COUNTY 

NAME NUMBER 7. 





RTn RRAMDP 


53 


1 .47 


oo 




5 


1 .39 


34 


PHILLIPS 


48 


1.38 


35 


SUMMIT 


59 


1.27 


36 


BENT ♦ 


6 


1.26 


37 


YUMA 


63. 


1. 12 


oo 


c/\M JUAN 


56' 


.96 


-ro' 

w / 


LTKirOLN 


37 


.96 






31 


.96 


41 




21 


.82 




rRnuii PY * 


13 


.65 


*to 


rWPYPKIKIP 


9 


.47 




MFIMTPyi IMA 


42 


.46 




PRPMnKIT 


22 


. 46 


. 46 


LOGAN 1 


' 38 


.09 


47 


MORGAN 


44 


0.00 


48 


OTERO 


45 


-. 16 


j .49 


WASHINGTON 


61 


-. 18 


'! 50 


DENVER 


16 


-.39 


! 51 


PUEBLO 


51 ' 


-.42 


! 52 


LAS ANIMAS 


36 


-.71 


1 53 


HUERFAhlG 


28 


-.91 


54 


CONEJOS 


11 


-1.01 


' 55 


JACKSON 


29 ^ 


-1.07 


! 56 


PARK 


47' 


-1.09 


! 57 


OURAY 


46 


-1.21 


, 58 


DOLORES 


17 


-1.21 


59 


CUSTER 


;4 


-1.29 


60 


COSTILLA 


12 


-1.29 


61 


GILPIN 


24 


-1.64 


62 


CLEAR CREEK 


10 


-2.44 


63 


SEDGWICK 


58 


-2.58 



MEAN = %.hh 
ST. DEV. = 2. 17 



■I 



15- 18 




DIAORAM l^, CountiM in Colc^ado <sh«d«d araas) which mrm 
proJactBd to hava nagativ* gro««tJi ovar tha paricxl 1979-1990 
with raspact to tha LOW population projaction ■for"l990. 




* 



TABLE V~B. Rank order listing of catagories. of Colorado 
counties with respect to average- annual growth computed 'from 
estimated population' ^n 1979 and the LOW pro^jection of 
population in the year 1990. 



TABtfE FOR COMPLETE 
PROJECTION COUNTIES 



^ TABLE FOR COUNTIES' 
WITH PARTIAL PROJECTIONS 



^ TABLE FOR COUNTIES 
WITH NO SCHOOL PROJECTIONS 



RANK 



COUNTY 
NAME 



COUNTY 
NUMBER 



7. 



RANK COUNTY 

NAME ' , 



COUNTY 
NUMBER 



RANK 



7. 



COUNTY 
NAME 



COUNTY , 
NUMBER 7. 









— — =— = 


===== 






====== 


===: 


=:===:===^==========: 


==== 


^==s=== 


1 


DOUGLAS 


18 


8.56 


1 


RIO BLANCO , 


52 


^ 6.33 


1 


MINERAL 


40 


5.79 


2 


GRAND 


25 


4.75 


2 


EAGLE 


19 


4.5 


!2 


GUNNISON 


26 


4.44 


3 


GARFIELD 


23 


4.53 


3 


ROUTT ' 


54 


4.27 


3 


DELTA 


15 


3.74 


^ 4 


LA PLATA 


34 


3.74 


4 


SAN MIGUEL 


57 


3.45 


4 


LAKE 


33 


3.68 


5 


TELLER 


60 


3.63 


5 


MOFFAT- 


41 


3.17, 


5 


SAGUACHE 


55 


3.59 


6 


WELD 


62 


3.27 


6 


MESA 


39 


2.53 


6 


MONTROSE 


43 


3. 16 


7 


LARIMER 


35 


3.25 


7 


ALAMOSA 


2 


2.06 


7 


PROWERS ' ' 


50- 


3.01 


8 


BOULDER 


s 7 


2.47 


8 


ARAPAHOE 


3. 


1.97 


8 


ARCHULETA 


4 


2^96 


9 


ADAMS 


1 


2.02 


9 


chaffee" 


8 


1.7 


9 


PITKIN 


49 


2. 16 


10 


JEFFERSON ^ 


30 


2 




STATE OF COLORADO 64 


1-67 




STATE OF COLORADO 


64 


1.67 


11 


ELBERT 


20 


1.96 


10 


SAN JUAN 


56 


.96 


10 


HINSDALE 


27 


1.67 




STATE OF COLORADO 64 


1.67 


11 


CHEYENNE 


9 


.47 


11 


Rip GRANDE 


53 


1.47 


12 


KIT CARSON 


^- 32 


1.48 


12 


MONTEZUMA 


42 


.46 . 


12 


BACA 


5 


1.39 


13 


PHILLIPS 


48 


1.38 


13 


MORGAN 


44^ 


0.00 


13 


BENT \ 


6 


1.26 


14 


SUMMIT 


59 


1.27 


14 


OTERO 


45 


-. 16 


14 


J-INCOLN 


37 


.96 


15 


YUMA 


63 


1. 12 


15 


GILPIN 


24 


-1.64 


15 


CROWLEY 


13 


.'65 


16 


KIOWA 


31 


.96 


16 


SEDGWICK 


58 


-2.58 


16 


LOGAN 


38 


.09 


17 


EL PASO 


2i 


.82 










17 


WASHINGTON 


61 


-.18 


IB 


FREMONT 


22 


.46 




MEAN = 


1*88 




18 


HUERFAf^O 


28 


-.91 


19 


DENVER 


- ^16 


-.39 




ST. DEV-. = 


2.09 




19 


CONEJOS 


11 


-1.01 


20 


PUEBLO 


51 


-.42 








»» 


20 


PARK 


47 


-1.09 


21 


LAS ANIMAS 


36 


-.71 






f 




21 


OURAY • 


46 


-1.21 


22 


JACKSON 


29 


-1.07 






<^ 




22 


DOLORES 


17 


-1.21 














t 




23 


CUSTER 


14 


-1.29 




MEAN = 


2.05 












24 


COSTILLA 


12 , 


-1.29 




' ST. DEV. = 


2. 19 












25 


CLEAR CREEK 


10 


-2.44 



ERIC 



3u 



MEAN =1.18 
ST. DEV. = 2.2 



37 
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TABLE VJ^-ft. Rank order listing o-f Colorado^ counties with 
respect to average annual growth computed -From estimated ^ 
population in 1979 and the HIGH projection o-F population in the 
year 1990.' 



RANK COUNTY 


COUNTY 




< RANK COUNTY 


COUNTY 




NAME 


NUMBER 


■/. 




NAME 


NUMBER 


' 7. 


1 RIO BLANCO 


52 


14.51 


3,3 


SUMMIT 


59 


3.28 


2 ^DOUGLAS 


18 


10.96 


s 34 


EL PASO 


21 


3^25 


3* GUNNISON 


26 


7v96 


35 


ALAMOSA 


2 - 


3. 18 


4 MINERAL 


40 


7.8 


36 


ADAMS 


1 . 


3. 11 


^ 5 DELTA . 


15 * 


7.61 


37 


KIT CARSON 


32 


2.. 87 


6 EAGLE 


19 


6.33 


38 


CHAFFEE 


U 8 


2-82 


7 GARFIELD 


' 23 


6.29 




STATE OF COLORADO 64 


2.81 


8 PROWERS 


50 


6.21 


39 


PHILLIPS • 


48 


2.76 


9 GRAND 


25 


5.88 


; 40 


SAN JUAN 


56 


2.65 


10 MONTROSE 


43 


S.72 


' 41 


ELBERT 


, 20 


2.65 


11 ROUTT 


54 


5. 19 


' 42 


CfiOWLEY 


13 


2.65 


12 .KIOWA 


31 


5.07 


43 


RIO GRANDE 


^53 


2.63 


13^ LAKE 

14* ARCHULETA 


33 


5.01 


44 


YUMA 


63 * 


2.6 


,4 


4.96 


' 45 


COSTILLA 


12 


2.41 


15 MOFFAT 


41 


4.78 


46 


PARK , ^ 


-47 


2. 15 


16 WELD 


62 


4.73 


47 


CONEJOS 


11 


2. 15 


17 TELLER 


60 


4.6 


48 


FREMONT 


22 


2.06 


18 BACA 


5 


4. 58 


49 


DOLORES 


17 


2.05 


;19 SAGUACHE 


55 


4.55 


50 


JACKSON 


29 


1.84 


20 LA PLATA 


34 


4.S5 


51 


HUERFANO 


28 


1.84 


21 OURAY 


46 - 


4.G1 


52 


MONTEZUMA 


42 


1.81 


22 HINSDALE 


27 


4.37 


»53 


WASHINGTON 


61 


1.79 


23 LARIMER 


35 


4.23 


54 


CHEYENNE 


9 


1.75 


24 BENT 


6 


4.21 


55 


OTERO , 


45 


1.47 


25 SAN MIGUEL ^ 


57 


4,05 


56 


DENVER 


16 


1.28 


26 GILPIN 


24 


4.01, 


57 


CUSTER 


14 


1. 14* 


27 LINCOLN 


37 


3.82 


58 


LOGAN 


38 


1.07 


28' BOULDER 


7 


3.77 


59 


MORGAN 


44 


1 : 


29 ARAPAHOE 


, ^ 39 


3.65 


60 


PUEBLO 


51 ' 


.99 


30 MESA 


3.5 


61 


SEDGWICK 


58 


.82 


31^PITKIN 


- ' . 49 


3.46 


62 


LAS ANIMAS 


36 


.78 


32 JEFFERSON 


30 


3.41 


63 


CLEAR CREEK 


10 


.23 



MEAN ,= 3.76 
ST. DEV. - 2.45 ' 



TABLE VI-B. Rank order listing of catagories of Colorado 
counties with respect tp average annual, growth computed from 
estimated - population in 1979 and the HIBH projection oT 
population in the year i990. • ^ 



TABLE FOR COMPLETE 
PROJECTION COUNTIES 



TABLE FOR COUNTIES 
WITH PARTIAL PROJECTIONS 



RANK 



COUNTY 
NAME 



COUNTY 
NUMBER 



RANK 



COUNTY 
NAME 



COUNTY 
NUMBER 



7. 



TABLE FOP COUNTIES 
WITJH NO SCHOOL PROJECTIONS 



RANK COUNTY- 
NAME 



COUNTY 
NUMBER 



7. 



. 1 DOUGLAS 


18 


10.96 


1 RIO BLANCO 


52 


14.51 


2 GARFIELD 


23 


6.29 


2 EAGLE. 


19 


. 6.33 


3 GRAND 


25 


5.88 


3 ROUTt ^ 


54 


5.19 


. 4 KIOWA , 


31 


5.07 


4 MOFFAT 


41 


4.78 


5 WELD 


62 


4.73 


5 SAN MIGUEL* 


57 


4.05 


A TFI 1 PR 


AO 


A A 


6 GILPIN 


24 


H m\Jl 


. 7 LA PLf^f A 


34 


4.55 


7 ARAPAHOE 


3 


3.65 


8 ^LARIMER 


35 


4.23 


8 MESA 


39 


3.5 


9 BOULDER 


7 


3.77 


ALAMOSA 


2 


3. 18 


10 JEFFERSON 


30 


3.41 


1.0 .CHAFFEE 


% 8 


2.82 


11 SUMMIT 


59 


3.28 


STATE OF COLORADO 64 


2. 91 


12 EL PASO 


21^ 


3.25 


11 SAN JUAKi 


56 


2.65 


* 13 ADAMS 


1 


3. 11 


12 MONTEZUMA 


42 


1.81 


14 KIT CARSON 


32 


2.07 


13 CHEYENNE 


9 


1.75 


STATE OF COLORADO 


64 


2.8t 


14 OTERO 


45 


1.47 


15, PHILLIPS ^gjJ: 
16 ELBERT » " 


48 


2.76 


15 MORGAN 


44 


1 


20 


2.65 


16 SEDl^VilCK 


58 


.82 


17 vum 

18 FREMONT 


63 
22 


2.6 
2.06 








MEAN 


= 3.85 




19 JACKSOINL. 
. 20 DENVER 


29 


1.84 


ST. DEVi 


= 3.24 




16 


1.28 








21, PUEBLO 


51 


.99 








^ 22 LAS ANIMAS 


36 


.78 




0 




MEAN = J. 


68 









ST. DEV. =2.2 



3, 



ERIC 



1 GUNNISON 

2 MINERAL 

3 DELTA 

4 PROWERS 

5 MONTROSE 

6 LAKE 

7 ARCHULETA 

8 BACA 

9 SAGUACHE 

10 OURAY 

11 HINSDALE 

12 BENT 

13 LINCOLN 

14 PITKIN 



26 
40 
15 
^50 
43 
33 
4 
5 
55 
46 
27 
6 
37 
49 



STATE OF -COLOFiADO 64 



15 CROWLEY 

16 RIO GRANDE 

17 COSTILLA 

18 PARK 

19 CONEaOS. 

20 DOLORES ^. 

21 HUERFANO 

22 WASHINGTON 

23 CUSTER 

24 LOGAN 

25 CLEAR CREEK 



13 

53 

12 

47 

11 

17 

28 

61 

14 

38 . 

10 



7.96 
7.8 
.7.61 
6.21 
9.72 
5.01 
4.96 
4.59 
4.55 
4.51 
4.37 
4.21 
3. ,82 
3.46 . 
2.81 
2.65 
2.63 
2.41 
2.15 
2.15 
2.05 
1.84 
1.79 
1.14 
1.07 
.28 



ST. 



MEAN 
DEV. 



3.79 
2.^6 



cn 
t 



•JO 



TABLf VII-A- RaiTk ordefi.,-. listing of Colorado counties with 
respect to average, annual growth "computed from estimated 
population in 1979 and the LOW projectiqn of population in the 
year 2000. 



RAN^ COUNTY 
' NAME 



COUNTY 
NUMBER 



RANK 



7. 



COUNTY 
NAME 



COUNTY 
NUMBER 



7. 



J 


DOUqLAS 




18 


6.92 


2 


MINERAL 




40 


^6 


3 


GRAND 




25 . 


4'. 15 


4 


ROUTT 






3.88 


5 


EAGLE 




19 


3, 88 


6 


GARFIELD 




23 


3.55 


7 


SAN MIGUEL 




57 


3.36 


8 


Rid BLANCO 




52 


, 3.3i 


9 


LA PLATA 




34 


3.3'l 


IP 


MOFFAT ' 




41 


3.25 


11 


LAKE 




33 


>3.2 
3. 19 


12 


TELLER 




60 


13 


GUNNISON 




26 


3. 17 


. 14 


LARIMER 




35 


2.99 


15 


Si^GUACHE 




ss 


O OCT 


• 16 


WELD 




62 


2.82 


17 


MONTROSE 




43 


2.71 


18 


f ITKIN 




49 


2-66 


19 


MESA 




39 


2.61 


20 


SUMMIT 




59 


2.5 


21 


DELTA 




15 


2.36 


■m- 22 


BOULDER 




7 


^.35 


23 


ARCHULETA 




4 


2.33 


24 


ARAPAHOE 




3« 


2-28 


25 


JEFFERSON 




30 


2-26 


26 


ADAMS 




1 


2.16 


27 


PROWERS 




50 


2- 13 


28 


CHAFFEE 




8 


1.94 


29 


ALAMOSA 




2 


1.94 




STATE OF COLORADO 


64 


1-84 


30 


ELBERT 




20 


1.71 


31 


HINSDALE 




27 


„ 1.62 













32 


RIO GRANDE 




53 


1.51 


33 


KIT CARSON 




32 


1-49 


34 


SAN JUAN- 




56 


, 1-38 


35' 


MONTEZUMA 




42 


1.36 


36 


EL PASO 




21 


1.35 


37 


FREMONT 




- 22 


1.34 


38 


YUMA 1 




63 


1.07 


39 PHILLIPS \ 




48' 


1 


40 


BACA ^ 




5 


.72 


41 


LINCOLN 




37 


.69 


42 


BENT 




•6 


.66 


43 


MORGAN 




44 


-62 


44 


LOGAN 




38 


.4 


45 


CROWLEY 




15 


.34 


46 


KIOWA 








47 


CHEYENNE 




9 


.24 


48 


OTERO 




45 


.*06 


49 


DENVER 




16 


-.05 


50 


PARK 




47 


-. 18 


51 


WASHINGTON 




61 




52 


CONEJDS 




11 


-.26 


53 


JACKSON 




29 


-.27 


54 


PUEBLO 




51 


-.28 


55 


DOLORES 




17 


-.63 


.56 


HUERFANO 




28 


-.64 


"57 


CUSTER 




14 


-.68 


58 


LAS ANIMAS 




36 


-.77 


59 


COSTILLA *- 




12 


-.86 


60 


CLEAR CREEK 




10 


-1.09 


61 


GILPIN 




24 - 


— 1.36 


62 


OURAY 




46 


-2.7 


63 SEDGWICK, 




58 


-2.97 




MEAN = 


1. 


53 






ST. .DEV. = 


1- 


74 





t 



4a. J, \ 



4 



r 
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DIAGRAM II. Count! M in CoIcMr«do (shAd»d «r««s) which «r« 
projffctad to hAV# nogativo groitth ovor tho poriod 1979-2000 
with rmpoct to th« LOW population projoction for 2000. 



ERIC 



^TABLE VII-B. Rank order listing of catagories of Colorado 
counties with respect to average, .annual growth computed from 
esti<fnated popul ati on in 1979 and the LOW projection of 
population in the year 2000. 



TABLE FOR COMPLETE 
PROJECTION COUNTIES 



TABLE FOR COUNTIES 
WITH PARTIAL PROJECTIONS 



TABLE FOR COUNTIES 
WITH NO SCHOOL PROJECTIONS 



RANK COUNTY 




COUNTY 




===- 


NAME 




NUMBER 


•/. 

===== 


1 


DOUGLAS'' 




18 


6.92 


2 


GRAND 




25 


4. 15 


3 


GARFIELD 




23 


3. 55 


4 


LA PLATA 




34 * 


3.31 


5 


TELLER 




60 


3^19 


6 


LARIMER 




35 


2.99 


7 


WELD 




62 


2.82 




SUMMIT 




59 


2.5 


9 


BOULDER 




7 




10 


JEFFERSON 




30 


2.26 


11 


ADAMS 




1 


2. 16 




STATE OF COLORADO 64 


1.84 


12 


ELBERT 




20 


1.71 


13 


KIT CARSON 




32 


1.49 


14 


EL PASO 




21 


1.35 


15 


FREMONT 




22- 


1.34 


16 


YUMA 




. 63 


1.07 


17 


PHILLIPS 




48 


1 


18 


KIOWA 




31 


.26 




DENVER 




16 


-.05 




JACKSON 




29 


-.27 


21 


PUEBLO " 




51 


-.28 


22 


LAS ANIMAS 




36 


-.77 




MEAN = 


1 


.96 




1 


ST. DEV. = 


1 


.76 





RANK COUNTY COUNTY 

NAME NUMBER 7. 



1 


ROUTT 


54 


3.88 


2 


EAGLE 


19 


3.88 


3 


SAN MIGUEL 


57 


3.36 


'4 


RIO BLANCO 


52 


3.31 


5 


MOFFAT 


41 


3.25 


6 


MESA 


39 


2.61 


7 


ARAPAHOE ^ 


3 


2.28 


8 


CHAFFEE 


8 


1.94 


9 


ALAMOSA 


2 


1.94 


rio 


-STATE OF COLORADO 64 


1.84 


SAN JUAN 


56 


1.38 


11 


MONTEZUMA 


42 


1.36 


12 


MORGAN 


44 


.62 


13 


CHEYENNE 


9 


.24 


14 


OTERO 


45 


.06 


15 


GILPIN 


24 


-1.36 


16 


SEDGWICK 


58 


-2:97 




MEAN = 


1.8 






ST. DEV. = 


1,57 





RANK GOONTY COUNTY 

* NAME r NUMBER 7. 



1 


MINERAL ■ 


40 


4.6 




2 


LAKE 


33^ 


3.2 




3 


GUNNISON 


26 


3. 17 




4 


SAGUACHE 


55 


2.95 




5 


MONTROSE 


43 


2.71 




6 


PITKIN 


49 


2.66 




7 


DELTA 


15 


2.36 




8 


ARCHULETA 


4 


2.33 




9 


PROWERS 


* 50 


* 2. 13 






STATE OF COLORADO 64 


1.84 




10. 


HINSDALE 


27 


1.62 




11 


RIO GRANDE 


53 


1.51 




12 


BACA 


5 


.72 




13 


LINCOLN 


37 


.69 




14 


BENT 


6 


.66 




15. 


LOGAN 


38 


.4 




16 


CROWLEY 


13 


.34 




17 


PARIC 


47 


-. 18 




18 


WASHINGTON 


61 


-. 19 




19 


CONEJOS . 


11 


-.26 




20 


DOLORES 


17 


-.63 




21 


HUERFANO 


28 


-.64 




22 


CUSTER < 


14 


-.68 


H 


23 


COSTILLA 


12 


-.86 


cn 


24 


CLEAR CREEK 


■ 10 


-1.09 


1 

ro 


25 


OURAY 


46 


-2.7 


4^ 



MEAN = .99 
ST. DEV. = 1-74 
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TABLE VIII-A, Rank orqler listing o-F Colorado counties with 
respect to average annual growth computed -from estimated 
population in 1979 and the HIGH projection o-F population in the 
year 2000. 



RANK COUNTY COUNTY 

NAME NUMBER 7. 



1 


DOUGLAS 


18 


8. 


32 


2 


RIO BLANCO 


52 


7. 


55 


3 


MINERAL ' 


40 


^5. 


6 


4 


GUNNISON 


26 


4. 


76 


5 


GRAND 




^ 4. 


73 


6 


EAGLE 


19 


4. 


71 


7 


DELTA 


15 


4. 


4 


8 


ROUTT 


54 


4. 


37 


9 


GARFIELD 


23 


4. 


37 


lo 


MOFFAT 


41 


4. 


17 


1 1 


LAKE 


33 


3. 


99 


12 


MONTROSE 


43 


3. 


93 


13 


TELLER 


60 


3. 


77 


14 


PROWERS 


50 


3. 


71 


15 


LA PLATA 


34 


3. 


71 


16 


SAN MIGUEL 


57 


3. 


66 


17 


WELD 


62 


3. 


64 


18 


SUMMIT 


.59 


3. 


64 


19 


SAGUACHE 


55 


3. 


61 


20 


LARIMER 


35 


3. 


49 


21 


ARCHULETA 


4 


3. 


42 


22 


PITKIN 


49 


3. 


38 


23 


HINSDALE 


27 


3. 


36 


24 


MESA 


39 


3. 


14 


25 


BOULDER^ 


7 


3. 


06 


26 


ARAPAHOE 


3 


2. 


9^ 


27 


ADAMS 


1 


2. 


79 


28 


JEFFERSON 


30 


2. 


76 


29 


GILPIN 


24 


2. 


7 


30 


BACA 


5 


2. 


69 




STATE OF COLORADO 


64 


2. 


68 


31 


EL PASO 


21 


2. 


59 



RANK COUNTY COUNTY 

NAME NUMBER 7. 



32 


CHAFFEE 




8 


2.56 


33 


ALAMOSA 




2 


2.53 


34 


SAN JUAN 




56 


2.46 


35 


KIOWA 




31 


2.46 


36 


OURAY 




46 


2.34 


37 


BENT 




6 


2.28 


38 


RIO GRANDE 




53 


2.21 


39 


KIT CARSON 




32 


2.21 


40 


ELBERT ^ 




20 


2. 18 


41 


YUMA 




63 


2.09 


42 


PARK 




47 


1.98 


43 


LINCOLN 




37 


1.91 


44 


FREMONT 




22 


1.9 


45 


MONTEZUMA 




42 


1.87 


4i> 


JACKSON 




■29 


1 . 77 


47 


PHILLIPS 




48 


1.6 


48 


CROWLEY 




13 


1.51 


49 


COSTILLA 




12 


1.5 


50 


CONEJOS 




11 


1.36 


51 


HUERFANO 




28 


1.32 


52 


WASHINGTON 




% 


1.31 


53 


DOLORES 






1.3 


54 


MORGAN 




44 


1.21 


55 


CHEYENNE 




9 


1. 12 


56 


DENVER 




16 


1.08 


57 


CUSTER 




14 


.87 


58 


LOGAN 




38 


.86 


59 


OTERO 




45 


.84 


60. 


PUEBLO 




51 


.65 


61 


CLEAR CREEK 




10 


.43 


62 


LAS, AN I MAS 




36 


.32 


63 


SEDGWICK 




58 


-.63 




MEAN = 


2. 


75 






ST, DEV. = 


1. 


58 





4^ 



TABLE VIII-B. Rank order listing of categories of Colorado 



counties with respect to average annual growth 
estimated population in 1979 and the HIGH 
population ^ in the year 2000. 



computed from 
projection of ^ 



TABLE FOR COMPLETE 
PROJECTION COUNTIES 



TABLE FOR COUNTIES 
WITH PARTIAL PROJECTIONS 



TABLE FOR COUNTIES 
WITH NO SCHOOL PROJECTIONS 



RANK COUNTY 




COUNTY 




RANK COUNTY 


COUNTY 




RANK COUNTY 


COUNTY 




NAME 




NUMBER 


7. 

===== 


===: 


NAME 


NUMBER 


7. 




NAME 


NUMBER 


7. 


1 DOUGLAS 




IB 


8.32 


1 


RIO BLANCO 


52 


===== 
7.55 


1 


MINERAL 


40^ 


====== 

5.6 


2 GRAND 




25 


4.73 


2 


EAGLE 


19 


4.71 


2 


GUNNISON 


26 ^ 


4.76 


3 GARFIELD 




23 


4.37 


3 


ROUTT 


54 


4.37 


3 


DELTA 


15 


4.4 


4 TELLER ' 




60 


3.77 


4 


MOFFAT 


41 


4. 17 


4 


LAKE 


33 


3.99 


5 LA PLATA 




34 


3.71 


5 


SAN MIGUEL 


57 


3.66 


5 


MONTROSE 


43 


3.93 


6 WELD 




62 


3.64 


6 


MESA 


39 


3. 14 


6 


PROWERS 


c 50 


3.71 


7 SUMMIT 




■=■0 ^ 


3.64 


7 


ARAPAHOE 


3 


2.96 


J 


SAGUACHE 


55 


3.61 


8 LARIMER 




. 35 


3.49 


8 


GILPIN 


24 


2.7 


8 


ARCHULETA 


4 


3.42 


9 BOULDER 




7 ' 


3.06 




STATE OF COLORADO 64 


2.68 


9 


PITKIN 


49 


3.38 


10 ADAMS 




1 


2.79 


9 


CHAFFEE 


8 


2.56^ 


10 


HINSDALE 


27 


3.36 


11 JEFFERSON 




30 


2.76 


10 


ALAMOSA 


2 


2.53 


11 


BACA , 


5 


2.69 


STATE OF COLORADO 64 


2.68 


11 


SAN JUAN 


56 


2.46 




STATE OF C0L0RAD(**64 


2.68 


12 EL PASO 




21 


2.59 


12 


MONTEZUMA 


42 


1.87 


12 


OURAY 


46 


2.34 


13 KIOWA 




31 


2.46 


13 


MORGAN 


44 


1.21 


13 


BENT 


6 


2.28 


14 KIT CARSON 




32 


2.21 


14 


CHEYENNE 


9 


1. 12 


14* 


RIO GRANDE 


53 


2.21 


15 ELBERT 




20 


2. 18 


15 


OTERO 


45 


.84 


15 


PARK 


47 


1.98 


16 %YUMA 




63 ' 


2.09 


16 


SEDGWICK 


58 


-.63 


16 


LINCOLN 


37 


1*91 


17 FREMONT 




22 


1.9 










17 


CROWLEY 


13 


1.51 


IB JACKSON 




29 


1.77 




MEAN = 


2.87 




18 


COSTILLA 


12"* 


1.5 


19 PHILLIPS 




48 


1.6 




ST. DEV. = 


1.82 




19 


CONEJOS 


11 


1.36 


20 DENVER 




16 


1.08 










20 


HUERFANO 


28 


1.32 


21 PUEBLO 




51 


.65 










2r 


WASHINGTON 


61 


1.31 


22 LAS ANIMAS 




36 


.32 










22 


DOLORES 


17 


1.3 


















23 


CUSTER 


14 


.87 


MEAN = 


2 


.87 












24 


LOGAN 


38 


.86 


ST. DEV. = 


1 


.67 












25 


CLEAR CREEK 


10 


.43 



ST. 



MEAN ±=2.56 
DEV. = 1.38 



U 



ERIC 



I 

ro 
cn 



47 
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TABLE IX- Rank order listing of Colorado counties with complete 
projections, with respect to average annual growth computed^ -from ; 
enrollment in public schools in 1979 and the projection o-f 
publ i c school enrol 1 jnent i n the year 2000- ; ' . 



LOW 



HIGH 



RANK COUNTY 
NAME 



COUNTY 
NUMBER 



r DOUGLAS 18 

2 LARIMER * 35 

3 GRAND 25 

4 TELLER ^0 

5 WELD ^ ^2 
^ 6 JEFFEF^SON 30 

7 BOULDER 7 

8 SUMMIT ''59 

9 GARFIELD 23 

10 LA PLATA , 34 

11 ELBERT 20 

12 ADAMS \ 1 

13 YUMA I 63 

14 FREMONT 22 
STATE OF COLORADO 64 

15 PHILLIPS 48 

16 KIT CARSON 32 

17 DENVER 16 

18 EL PASO 2r 

19 PUEBLO 51 

20 LAS ANIMAS 36 

21 KIOWA , . ^ 

22 JACKSON ' 29 



ST. 



MEAN = 1.95 
DEV. = 2-07 



RANK COUNTY 
NAME 



COUNTY 
NUMBER 



7. 



. 

8.71 


1 


DOUGLAS 


18 


10.02 


5. 19 


2 


LARIMER 




5 77 


3. 58 




WELD ^ 


62 


4-21 


3.36 


4 


GRAND 


25 


4-09 


3.26 


5 


TELLER 


60 


3-83 


2.68 


6 


JEFFERSON 


30 


3-2 


.2.51 


7 


SUMMIT 


59 


3- 14 


2.34 


8 


BOULDER 


7 


3.05 


2. 14 


9 


KIOWA 


31 


2.97 


1.8 


10 


GARFIELD 


23 


2-71 


1.44 


11 


YUMA 


63 


2-52 


1.35 


l2^LA PLATA 


34 


2- 13 


1.3 




STATE OF COLORADO 


64 


1-97 


1.25 


13 


FREMONT 


22 


1-94 


1.17 


14 


ADAMS 


1 


1-76 


.94 


15 


ELBERT 


20 


1-75 


.81 


16 


PHILLIPS 


48 


1-64 


.74 


17 


JACKSON 


29 


1-5 


.22 


18 


KIT CARSON 


32 


-86 


.01 


19 


DENVER 


16 


--77 


-.29 


20 


LAS ANIMAS 


36 


-64 


-.37 


21 


EL PASO 


21 


-25 


-.46 


22 


PUEBLO 


51 


- 14 



MEAN =2-68 
ST- DEV- = 2- 16 
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TABLE X. Rank order listing o-f Colorado counties with complete 
projections, with respect to average annual growth computed -from 
public school grade^rtwleve enrollment in 1979 and projected 
public school grade twelve enrollment in the yiear 2000. 

LOW HIGH 



RANK COUNTY COUNTY 

NAME NUMBER % 











1 


DOUGLAS ' 


18 


9 8 


2 


LARIMER 


35 




3 


GRAND 


25 


IS 


4- 


SUMMIT 


59 


HA 

0 m S/O 


5 


TELLER 


60 


•A. ■ 70 


A 


GARFIELD 


23 




7 


JEFFERSON 


30 


2.07 


8 


WELD 


62 


2.05' 


9 


BOULDER 


7 


1.92 


10 


ELBERT 


20 


\4.4^ 


11 


YUMA 


63 


.81 ' 


12 


FREMONT 


22 


.71 


13 


PHILLJEPS 


48 


.47 


14 


LA PLATA 


34 


.47 


15 


KIT CARSON 


32 


.47 


16 


EL PASO 


21 


.3 




STATE OF COLORADO >4 


.28 


17 


ADAMS 


1 


. 17 . 


18 


DENVER 


16 


. 15 


19 


PUEBLO 


'51 


-.56 


20 


LAS ANIMAS 


36 


-1.48 


21^ 


JACKSON 


29 


-1.54 . 


22 


KIOWA 


31 


-1.97 



RANK COUNTY COUNTY 

NAME . NUMBER "/- 



1 


DOUGLAS 




18 


10.98 


2 


JEFFERSON 




30 


5> 83 


* 3 


LARIMER 




35 


5.55 


4 


SUMMIT 




59 


3.76 


5 


GRAND 




25 


3.63 


6 


TELLEt^ 




60 


3.43 


7 


GARFIELD 




23 


3.15 


8 


WELD 




62 


2.96 


9 


BOULDER 




7 


2.42 


10 


YUMA 




63 


1.86 


11 


ELBERT 




20 


1.71 


^-12 


FREMONT 




22 


1.39 


13 


PHILLIPS 




48 


• 1.3 




STATE OF COLORADO 


64 


1.08 


14 


KIOWA 




31 


.95 


15 


LA PLATA 




34 


.79 


16 


KIT C ARSON 




"TO 


.7 




ADAMS 




1 


.52 


18 


EL PASO 


* 


21 


.32 


19^ 


DENVER ^ 




16 


.21 


20 


JACKSON 




29 


0.00 


21 


PUEBLO 




51 


-.42 


2^ 


LAS ANIMAS 




36 


-.7 



MEAN =1.44 
ST. DEV. = 2.52 



MEAN = 2.32 
ST. DEV. = 2.61 
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TABLE XI- Rank order listing o-f Color^Kjo counties with partial 
projections, with respect to average apnufaJl growth computed from 
public school gr,ade twelve enrol Imer^^i^ 1979 and projected 
public school gracJe twelve enrol ImentiTT the year 1990. 



RANK COUNTY . COUNTY " * 

NAME , NUMBER 7. 



I 



1 


MOFFAT 


• 

41 


1.8 




r\ijij 1 1 


54 


1 71 


3 


GILPIN 


24 


113 


' 4 


SAN MIGUEL 


57 


.97 


5 


MESA . 


39 


.58 


6 


ARAPAHOE 


3 


.'.58 


7 


ALAMOSA 


2 


.55 


8 


SAN JUAN 


56- 


.31 




STATE OF COLORADO 


64 


.09 


9 


MONTEZUMA 


42 


■ -. 17 


10 


CHEYENNE 


9 


■ 


11 


CHAFFEE 


8 


-.43 


12 


SEDGWICK 


58 


-.96 


13 


RIO BLANCO 


52 


-1.13 


14 


MORGAN 


44 


-1.42 


15 


OTERO 


45 ' 


-1.72 


16 


EAGLE ' 


19 


-^1.95 




. MEAN = 


02 


» 




ST. DEV. = 1. 


19 
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TABLE XII-A. Rank order listing of Colorado counties 
respect to public school enrollment in 1979' as a percent 
population in 1979. 



with 
o-F 



RANK COUNTY 
, NAME 



COUNTY 
NUMBER 



RANK 



COUNTY 
NAME 



COUNTY 
NUMBER 



1 CONEJOS 

2 COSTILLA 
3' TELLER/ 

4 DOUGLAS ' 

5 ARCHULETA 

6 JACKSON 

7 RIO GRANDE 

8 ELBERT 

9 GARFIELD 

10 SAGUACHE 

11 ARAPAHOE 

12 MONTEZUMft 

13 CHEYENNE 

14 RIO BLANCO 

15 OTERO 

16 LAKE ' 

17 KIT CARSON 

18 MONTROSE 
1^ MINERAL 
20 MOFFAT 
21^ PARK 

22 DOLORES 

23 OURAY 

24 MORGAN 

25 PROWERS 

26 PHILLIPS 

27 YUMA 

28 KIOWA 

29 JEFFERSON 

30 PUEBLO 

31 BACA 

32 DELTA 



y 



11 


28.66" 


12 


*^7. 13 


60 


26.71 


18 


26.63 


4 


26.35 


29 


25.28 


53 


25. 17 


20 


25. 17 


23 


25. 08 


55 


24. 95 


3 


N24. 94 


42 


24. 59 


9 


24. 47 


52 


24. 42 


4u 


OA OA 


33 


?4. 14 


32 


23;86 


43 


23.82 


40 


23.71 


41 


23.44 


47 


23.34 


17 


23.31 


46 


23. 19 


44 


22.85 


50 


22.7 


48 


22.63 


63 


' 22* 38 


31 


22.33 


30 


21.99 


5i 


21.94 


5 


21.71 


15 


21.52 







33 


MESA 




0 1 ^1 
^ X . 3 X 


34 








o3 


LrrlHnntltl 


a 
o 


^1 41 

<^ A . ^ X 


TA 
OO 






^ X . O X 


o/ 


ccnf^i*! T r^v 
OtiUOrl 1 Lrtv. 




'^l 09 


OO 




A1 
OX 




■^Q 
oV 


CAM MTf^Md 


^/ 


OC\ AO 

. OO 


*tu 


HJJHriO 


X 


'?n SA 


A 1 


LuoAiM 


oa 


on ST 


AO 


Dm ITT 

KUU \ \ 






*f O 




O^ 






o 1 H 1 Ur LrUL.Ur<HiJU 


A A 




A A 


oULILiJh.K ^ 


/ 




45 


Lrt rLft.TA 


T A 


OO 1 

Z\) m X 


46 


FREMONT' 


22 


19.86 


47 


CLEAR CREEK 


10 


19.75 


4a 


BENT 


O 


1 O AO 
XT. 


49 


LINCOLN 


37 


19.56 


50 


CROWLEY 


13 


19.56 


51 


HUERFANO 


28 


19.32 


52 


LAS ANIMAS 


36 


19. 14 


53 


LARIMER 


35 


19. 13 


54 


WELD 


62 


19.05 


55 


CUSTER 


14 


18.6 


56 


SAN JUAN 


56 


17.89 


57 


GUNNISON ' 


26 ■ 


16.' 02 


58 


DENVER 


16 


14.08 


59* 


SUMMIT 


59 


1'3.88 


60 


EAGLE 


19 


12.6 


61 


GILPIN 


24 


11. 12 


62 


PITKIN 


49 


8.36 


63 


HINSDALE 


27 


5.8 




MEAN = 21, 


12 





ST. DEV. = 4.6E 



ERIC 



T>ABLE XII~B. Rank' order listing of catagories of Colorado 
counties with respect to public school enrollment in 1979 as a 
percent of population in 1979. 

. 7 





TABLE FOR 


COMPLETE 






TABLE FOR 


COUNTIES 




TABLE FOR 


COUNTIES 






PROJECTION 


COUNTIES 






WITH PARTIAL 


PROJECTIONS 


WITH NO SCHOOL 


PROJECTIONS 


RANK COUNTY 


COUNTY 


RANK COUNTY 


COUNTY 


RANK COUNTY 


COUNTY 




NAME 


. NUMBER 7. 




NAME 


NUMBER % 


t)IAME 


NUMBER y. 








= 


— - — 






====== 








1 


TELLER ^ 


60 


26.71 


1 


ARAPAHOE 


3 


24. 94 


1 CONEJOS 


11 


28.66 


2 


DOUGLAS 


18 


26.63 


2 


MONTEZUMA 


42 


24.59 


2 COSTILLA 


12 


27. 13 


3 


JACKSON 


29 


25. 2d 


3 


CHEYENNE 


9 


24^ 47 


3 ARCHULETA ' 


4 


26.35 


4 


ELBERT 


20 


25. 17 


4 


RIO BLANCO 


52 


24.42 


4 RIO GRANDE . 


53 


25. 17 


cr 

vJ 


GARFlELl> 


. 23 


25.08 


5 


OTERO 


45 


24.24 


5 SAGUACHE 


55 


24.95 


6 


KIT CARSON - 


32 


23.86 


6 


MOFFAT 


41 


23.44 


6 LAKE 


33 


24. 14 


7 


kwillips 


• 48 




7 


MORGAN 


44 


22- 85 
^^21. 51 


, 7 MONTROSE 


43 


23.82 


Q 

D 


YUMA 


' 63 


22.38 


D 


MESA ^ 


*39 


8 MINERAL ^ 


40 


23.71 


9 


KIOWA 


31 


22.33 


9 


ALAMOSA 


2 


21.5 
21-41 


9 PARK 


47 


23.34 


10 


JEFFERSON 


30 


21.99 


10 


CHAFFEE 


, 8 


10 DOLORES 


17 


23.31 


11 


PUEBLO 


51 


21.94 


11 


SEDGWICK 


58 


21.09* 


11 OURAY 


46 


23. 1^ 


12 


EL PASO 


21 


21.31 


12 


SAN MIGUEL 


57 


20.68 


12^ PROWERS 


50^ 


22.7 


13 


ADAMS 


> ' 1 


20.54 


13 


ROUTT 


54 


20.32 


13 BACA 


5 


21.71 


14 


GRAND 


25 


'ZO.'ZB 




STATE OF COLORADC) 64 


20.27 


14 DELTA 


15 


21.52 


^15 


STATE OF COLORADO 64 


'Z0.27 


14 


SAN. JUAN 


56 


17.89 


15 WASHINGTON 


^ 61 


20.82 


BOULDER 


7 


20.2 


15 


EAGLE ^ 


19 


12.6- 


^ L^/ LOGAN 


38 


20.53 


16 


LA PLATA 


34 


20. 1 


16 


GILPIN 


24 


I'l . f2 


/ STATE OF COLORADO 64 


20.27 


17 


FFfEMONT 


22 


19.86 










17 CLEAR CREEK 


^ 10 


19.75 










18 


LAS ANIMAS 


36 


19. 14 




MEAN 


= 21.07 




18 BENT 


6 


19.62 


' 19 


LARIMER 


•35 


19. 13 




ST. DEV. 


= 4.09 




19"'LINC0LN 


37 


19.56 


20 


WELD 


62 


19.05 










20 CROWLEY 


13 


19.56 


21 


DENVER 


16 


14.08 










21 HUERFANO - 


28 


19.32 


22 


SUMMIT 


59 


13.88 










2*2 CUSTER 


14 


18.6 


















23 GUNNISON 


26 


16.02 




MEAN 


= 21.44 












24 PITKIN 


49 


8.36 




ST. DEV. 


= 3.39 












25 HINSDALE 


27 


5.8 



' MEAN = 20.87 
ST. DEy- = 5.93 

£ • • V. 
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TABLE XIII. Rank , order listing o-F Colorado counties with 
complete projections, with respect to projected public school 
enrollment if the year 2000 as a* percent o-f projected pofpulation 
in the year 2000. 



LOW 



RANK COUNTY 
NAME 



V 



HIGH 



COUNTY 
NUMBER 7. 



• RANK COUNfY 
•NAME 



,COUNTY ■ « 
NUMBER '/. 



1 


DOUGLAS / 


^18 


37.72 • 


1 


DOUGLAS 


18 


36.89 


2' 


LARIMER 


35 


29.81 ^ 


2 


LARIMER 


35 


30.23 


3 


TELLER 


60 


27.63 


3 


TELLER 


60 


27.07 


4 


JACKSON 


29 


24.29 


' ' 4 


KIOWA 


31/ 


24.77 


5 


JEFFERSON 


30 


23,95 


, 5 


YUMA 


, 63 


24.43 


6 


ELBERT 


20 


. 23.81 


•' 6 


JEFFERgON 


.*30 




-7 


YUMA 


' . 63 


^23.49 


i 7 


JACKSON ' • 


29 


. 23.92 


8 


PUEBLO ' 


51 


23.27 


i 8 


ELBERT 


20 


23.07 


9 


PHILLIPS 


48 


22.36 


1 9 


PHILLIPS 


'48 


22.33 


10 


LAS ANIMAS 


36 


21.1<3^ 


; 


WELD 


62 


21.38 


11 


BOULDER J| , 


7 


20.87 


1 -11 


LAS ANIMAS , 


36 


20.49 


12 


WELD 


62 


20.85 


1 12 


BOULDER 


I '7 


20. 16 


13 


KIT CARSON 


32 


20.69 


1 13 


FREMONT 


22 


io.oi 


% 


klOWA " 


31 


19.58 


i 14 


PUEBLO 


51 


19.74 


IF 


FREMONT ^ 


22\19.-51 


15 Kii^CaESIiN-- ■ 


32 


18.08 


1 A 
1 O 


GARFIELD 


23 


18.83 * 


16 


GARFIELD 


23' 


1 /. T 


17 


GRAND 


♦ 25- 


18.09 


17 


GRAND 


25 


17. 82"^ 




STATE OF COLORADO 64 


17.67 




STATE OF COLORADO 64 


17.54' 


18 


ADAMS 


1 


17.36 


18 


ADAMS 


1 


16.64 


19 


EL PASO 


21 


16.87- 


19 


LA PL1=^TA 


34 


14.55 


20 


DENVER ' 


16 


l5b.62 


20 


DENVER 


-16 


'13.21 


21 


LA PLATA 


34 


14.76 


21 


EL PASO 


21 


13. 12 


22 


SUMMIT ^ 


59 


13.'43 


22 


SUMMj;^ 


59 


12.56 




f MEAN 


=. 21.59 






MEAN = 


21.04 






ST. DEV. 


= 5.33 






ST. DEV. = 


5.82 






\ 




» 






f 














4 
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TABLE XIV-A- Rank order listing of Colorado counties with 
respect to public school grade twelve enrollment in 1979 as a 
percent of population in 1979. 



RANK COUNTY 
NAME 



1 COSTILLA"^ 

2 MINERAL 

3 RIO BLANCO 

4 CHEYENNE 

5 DOLORES 

6 KIOWA 

7 TELLER 

8 CONEJOS 

9 CROWLEY 

10 WASHINGTON 

11 OURAY \ 
' 12 JACKSON 

13 SAt^ACHE 

14 MONTROSE 

15 ELBERT 

16 BACA 

17^ ARCHULETA 

18 ARAPAHOE 

19 OTERO ^ 

20 RIO GRANDE 

21 KIT CARSON 

22 LA PLATA 
-^23 PHILLIPS* 

24 DELTA 

25 JEFFERSON 

26 PROWERS 

27 GARFIELD 

28 MORGAN 

29 LINCOLN 

30 YUMA 

31 PUEBLO ^ 

32 MONTEZUMA 




COUNTY 
NUMBER ""L 



RANK COUNTY' 
NAME 



' COUNTY 

NUMBER 7. 



12 


2.6 


33 


CHAFFEE 


8 


1.69 


40 


2.43 


34 


SAN JUAN 


56 


1.67 


52 


2.4 


35 


BOULDER 


38 > 


1.65 


9 


2.37 


36 


LOGAN 


1.63 


17 


2.31 


37 


EL PASO 


21 


1.6 


31 


2.28 


3v8 


LAKE 


33 


1.57 


60 


2.24 


39 


FREMONT 


22 


1.57 


11 


2.22 


40 


DOUGLAS 


18- 


1-56 


13 


2.04 


41 


LAS ANIMAS 


36 


1.55 


61 


2. 02 


42 


ADAMS 


1 


1.55 


46 


2 




HUERFANO 


28 


1.54 


29 


2 


! "^"^^ 


SEDGWICK 


58 


1.53 


55 


1.97 




STATE OF COLORADO 64 


1.51 


43 


1.97 


45 


BENT 


6 


1.51 


20 


1.97 


46 


ALAMOSA (* 


2 


1.45 


5 


1.96 


47 


PARK 


47 


1 . 43 


4 


1.95 


48 


MESA 


39 


1.37 


3 


1,89 


M9 


LARIMER 


35 


'1.3S 


45 


1.88 > 


50->GRAND 


25 . 


1.35 


53 




51 


MOFFAT 


41 


1.3:^ 


32 


4^81 


52 


S^^N MIGUEL 


57^ 


'1.29 


34 


1.8 


53 


ROUTT 


54 


1.27 


48 


1.79 : 


54 


WELD 


62 


1.25 


15 ' 


1.78 


55 


CUSTER 


14 


1.2 


30 ^ 


1.76 


56 


GUNNISON ^ 


26 


1. 14 


50 


57 


CLEAR CREEK 


10 


1.02 


23 


1.75 j 


58 


EAGLE 


19 


.99 


44 


1.V3 


59 


DENVER 


16 


.89 


37 


1.73 i 


60 


PITKIN 


49 


.88 


63 


^71 \ 


61 


SUMMIT 


59 


.82 


51 


1.69 1 


62 


GILPIN 


24 


.67 


42 


1.69 


63 


HINSDALE 


27 


0.00 








MEAN - 


JL.65 










ST. DEV. ^ 


.46 





Table XIV-B, , Rank order listing of catagories of Colorado 
counties with respect to public school gr^ade twelve "^nrol Iment 
in 1979 as a percent of population, in 1979. 



TABLE FDR 


COMPLETE 






TABLE FOR 


COUNTIES 




TABLE FOR 


COUNTIES 






PROJECT I DN 


COUNTIES 






WITH PARTIAL 


PROJECT-IONS 


, WITH NO SCHOOL 


PROJECTIONS 




RANK COUNTY 


COUNTY 




RANK COUNTY 


COUNTY 




RANK COUNTY 


LrUUiN 1 Y 






NAME 


NUMBER 


7. 




NAME 


NUMBER 


7. 


NAME 




/m 






=========== 


===== 


===: 








================= 








1 KIOWA 


31 


2.28 


1 


ft 10 BLANCO 


' 52 


2.4 


1 COSTILLA 








2^ TELLER 


* 6p 


2.24 


2 


CHEYENNE 


9 


2.37 


2 MINERAL 




43 




3 JACKSON . 


29 ^ 


2 W 


3 


ARAPAHOE ' 


3 


1.89 


3 DOLORES 


i "7 

1 / 


2. 31 




4 ELBERT 


20 


1.97 


4 


OTERO 


45 


1.88 . 


4 CONEJOS 


1 1 


Am ZJZ. 




5 KIT CARSON 


32 


1.81 


5 


MORGAN 


44 


1.73 


5 CROWLEY 


13 


O C\ /I 
Am 04. 




6 LA PLATA 


34 


1.8 


6 


MONTEZUMA 


42 


1.69 


6 WASHINGTON 


61 


2. 02 




7 PHILLIPS 


48 


J. 79 


7 


CHAFFEE 


8 


1.69 


7 OURAY 


' 46 


2 




8 JEFFERSON 


/ 30 


1.77 


8 


SAN JUAN 


56 


1.67 


8 SAGUACHE 


55 


1 . 97 




9 GARFIELD 


, 23 


1.75 


9 


SEDGWICK 


58 


1.53 


9 MONTROSE 


43 


1 . 9/ 




10 YUMA 


63 


1.71 




STATE, OF COLORADO 64 


1.51 


10 BACA 


5 


1 . 96 




11 PUEBLO 


51 


1.69 


10 


ALAMOSA 


2 


1.45 1 


11 ARCHULETA 


4 


A rye 

1 . 95 




12 BOULDER 


7 


1.65 


11 


MESA 


3^^ 1 . 37 


12 RIO GRANDE - 


53 


■f OCT" 

1 . 85 




13 EL PASO ' 


21 


116 


12 


MOFFAT 


41. 


1.32 


13 DELTA 


15 


1.78 




14 FREMONT 


22 


1.57 


13 


SAN MIGUEL^ 


57 


1.29 


14 PROWERS 


50 


1.76 




15 DOUGLAS 


18 


1.56 


14 


ROUTT 


54 


1.27 


15 LINCOLN , 


' 37 


1.73 




16 LAS ANIMAS 


36 


1.55 


15 


EAGLE 


19 


.99 


16 LOGAN 


38 


1.63 




17 ADAMS 


1 * 


1.55 


16 


GILPIN 


24 


.67 


17 LAKE 


33 


1.57 




STATE OF COLORADO 64 


1.51 










18 HUERFANO 


28 


1.54, 




18 LARIMER 


35 


1.35 




MEAN 


= 1.58 




STATE OF COLORADO 64 


1.51 




19 GRAND 


25 


1.35 




ST. DEV. 


= .45 




19 BENT 4r 


6 


1.51 




20 WELD 


62 


1.25 










20 PARK 


47 


1.43 




21 DENVER 


16 


.89 










21 CUSTER 


14 


1.2 




' 22 SUMMIT ^ 




.82 










22 GUNNISON 


26 


1. 14 


H 








/ 








23 CLEAR CREEK 


10 


1.02 


Ul 


MEeN 
ST. ^V. 


= 1.63 








« 




24 PITKIN 


49 


.88 


1 

CO 


= .36 












25 HINSDALE 


27 


0.00 


4^ 



MEAN =',1.7 
ST. DEV. = .55 

ERIC ' , • 



15-35 



TABLE XVI, Rank order listing of Colorado counties with partial 
projections, with respect to projected^ public school grade 
twelve enrollment in the year 1990 as a percent of projected 
population in the year 1990. 



LOW 

RANK COUNTY COUNTY 





NAME 


NUMBER 


7. 


1 


CHEYENNE 


9 


===z== 

2.1 


2 


ARAPAHOE 


3 


1.72 


3 


SEDGWICK 


58 


1.67 


4 


SAN JUAN 


56 


1.6 


5 


MONTEZUMA 


42 


1.55 


6 


MOFFAT 


41 


1.36 


7 


OTERO 


45 


1.33 


8 


ALAMOSA 


2 


1.3 


9 


MORGAN 


44 


^1.28 


10 


CHAFFEE 


8 


1.28 




STATE OF COLORADO 64 


1.17 


11 


MESA 


39 


1.17 


12 


ROUTT 


54 


1. 15 


13 


SAN MIGUEL 


57 


1.09 


14 


GILPIN 


24 


1.05 


15 


RIO BLANCO 


52 


.96 


16 


EAGLE " r-. 


19 


.41 



HIGH 



RANK COUNTY . COUNTY 

NAME NUMBER 7. 



1 


CHEYENNE 




9 


1.83 


2 


ARAPAHOE 




3 


1.44 


3 


MONTEZUMA 




42 


1.34^ 


4 


SAN JUAN 




56 


1.33 




STATE OF COLORADO 


64 


1.23 


5 


MORGAN 




44 


1.15 


6 


MOFFAT 




41 


1. 15 


7 


ALAMOSA 




2 


1. 15 


8 


SEDGWICK 




58 


1. 14 


9 


CHAFFEE 




8 


1.14 


10 


OTERO 




45 


1.11 


11 


MESA ^ . 




39 


1.06 


12 


ROUTT 




54 


1.04 


13 


SAN MIGUEL 




57 


1.02 


14 


GILPIN 




24 


.57 


15 


RIO BLANCO 




52 


.43 


16 


EAGLE 




19 


. 3w 



MEAN = 1.31 
ST. DEV. = .38 



MEAN = 1.08 
ST. DEV. = .37 
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TABLE XV. Rank order listing oi- Colorado counties with complete 

projections, with respect to projected public school grade 

twelve enrollment in the year 2000 as a percent oi projected 
pop^ilation in the year 2000. 

LOW HIGH 



ANK COUNTY 


UUUN FY 




RANK COUNTY 








NAME 


KII IMQ^D 


/. 




NAME 




y 




:=============== 






==== 


:============== 






1 


DOUGLAS 


Id 


^. /-6 


1 


JEFFERSON 






2 


TELLER 






2 


DOUGLAS 


1 D 




3 


LARIMER 




1 oo 

1 . w 


3 


TELLER 


60 




4 


ELBERT 


20 


1 . DO 


4' 


LARIMER 


35 


^ a V*T 


5 


JEFFERSON 


30 


1*^1 


5 


ELBERT 


20 


1 7Q 


6 


YUMA 


.63 


1 . aZ 


6 


PHILLIPS 


48 


1 AQ 
1 . Do 


7 


PHILLIPS 


48 


1 . O 


7 


KIOWA 


31 


1 A7 


8 


PUEBLO 


51 


1 . sv 


9 


YUMA 


.63 


1 A"^ 
1 . OO 


• 9 


JACKSON 


29 


1.53 


9 


BOULDER 


>7 


1.45 


-10 


BOULDER 


7- 


1.51 


10 


FREMONT 


22 


1.41 


11 


KIT CARSON 


32 


1 /IT 
1.4/ 


11 


JACKSON 


29 


1 . Op 


12 


KIOWA 


31 


1 . HZ. 


12 


GARFIELD 


23 


1 • o/ 


13 


GARFIELD 


^ 23 


.1.38 ' 


13 


PUEBLO 


51 . 


1.35 


14 


FREMONT 


22 


1.38 


14 


KIT CARSON 


32 


1.32 


15 


LAS^ANIMAS 


36 


1.34 


15 


LAS ANIMAS 


36 


1.26 


16 


EL P/=SSO 


21 


1.28 


16 


WELD 


62 


1.09 


17 


GRAND 


25 


1. 1 




STATE OF COLORADO 64 


1.08 




STATE OF COLORADO 64 


1.09 


17 


GRAND 


25 


1.08 


18 


WELD 


62 


1.06 


18 


EL PASO 


21 


1 


19 


ADAMS 


1 


1.02 


19 


LA PLATA 


34 


.99 


20 


LA PLATA 


34 


1 


20 


ADAMS 


1 


.97 


21 


DENVER 


16 


.93 


21 


SUMMIT 


' 59 


.84 


22 


SUMMIT 


59 


.92 


22 


DENVER 


16 


.75 




MEAN = 


1.48 






MEAN = 


1.5 






ST. DEV. = 


.43 






ST. DEV. = 


.6 
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1. ADAMS COUNTY 



Tables 1-1 through 1-4 present projections for Adams county 
'for the period 1980-2000. 

The populjition of Adams county is projected to change from 
234,800 in 1979 to between 367,800 and 418,100 in the year 2000. 
This represents a change of between .!l^6. 64 and 7d.07 percent over 
the period for an average compound annual growth rate of between 
2.16 and 2.79 percent. By comparison, the population of Colorado 
as a whole is projected to grow from 2,716,000 in 1979 to between 
3,979,579 and 4,731,733 in the year 2000 <10>, a change of between 
46.52 and 74.22 percent or between 1.84 and 2»68 percent average 
annual growth over the pei^iod 1979-2000. Also by comparison, the 
mean average annual growth i n popul ati on for al 1 si xty-three 
counties in Colorado is projected to be between 1.53 and 2.75 
percent annual 1 y . 

The live birth rate for Adams county is^ projected to be on 
the average 18.8 per thousand population per year over the period 
1980-2000. This figure is less than the mean live birth rate fpr 
Adams county over the past twenty years of 21.5 births per 
thousand per year. 

Total public school enrollment in Adams county over the 
period 1979-2000 is projected to change from 48,223 in 1979 to 
between 63,865 and 69,577 in the year 2000. This represents a 
change of between 32.44 and 44.28 percent over the period for an 
average compound annual growth rate of between 1.35 and 1.76 
percent. Projection of total public school enrollment for the 
state as a whole indicates a growth in enrollment of from 550,527 
in 1979 to between 703,703 and 829,724 in the year 2000(10). This 
represents growth of 'between 27.71 ^nd 50.71 percent over the 
1979-2Q00 period or an average annual growth rate of between 1.17 
And 1.97 percent. 

For Adams county, total public school enrollment in 1979 was 
20.54 percent of population. In the year 2000 it is projected 
that total public school enrollment in Adams county will be 
between 16.84 and 17.36 percent of population. For the state as a 
whole, in 1979,. total public school enrollment mas 20.27 percent 
of population and it is projected that in the ' year 2000 this 
figure will between 17.54 and 17.67 percent. » 
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Public school grad« twolve enrollment in Adams county is 
projected^ to change from 3,635 in 1979 to between 3,764 and 4,057 
in the year 2000. This projection represents a change in public 
school grade twelve enrollment over the period 1979-2000 of 
between 3.55 and 11.61 percent for an average annual growth rate 
in public school grade twelve enrollment of between 0.17 and '0.52 
percent. For the state as a whole, public school grade twelve 
enrollment is projected to change from 40,939 in 1979 to between 
43,438 and 51,260 in 2000 < 10). In percentage terms this 

represents a change of between 6.1 and 25.21 percent over the 
period or an average compound annual growth rat-e for public school 
grade twelve enrollment of between 0.28 and 1.08 percent. 

Public school grade twelve enrollment in fiidams county in 1979 
w^s 1.55 percent of population. This figure is projected to 
change to b«:tweef? 0.97 and 1.02 percent of population in the year 
2000* While on a statewide basis, public school grade twelve 
enrollment in 1979 was 1.51 percent of population andinis projected 
to be about 1.08 percent in the year 2000. 

Presuming that the ratio of teachers to pupils and the ratio 
of non-teacher certified personnel to pupils will remain 
relatively constant, the number' of teachers and non-teacher 
certified personnel needed to support projected, enrollments will 
change proportionally with the ^hange in enrollment. 

It is impossible to project where, within a county, change iifv 
the population or school enrollments will occur. Each county has 
unique growth patterns/ within that county which are dependent on 
many social and economic factors. Identification of these factors 
and their effect on growth patterns within a county are not a part 
of this study. 

Growth in grade twelve ihrollments in Adams county, while' 
positive over the period 1980-2000, will be less than growth in 
population as a whole. Over this period, public school 
enrollment as a percent of population will decrease about three 
percentage points. This indicates a population in t^he county 
which will be slightly older than at present. This could mean a 
greater proportion_of wage earners than in the past and a greater 
need for adult education/recreation programs. This also reflects 
the trend in the county over the past twenty years, and closely 
parallels trends for the state and the nation. 



1 ADAMS COUNTY, COLORADO 

TABLE 1-1. LOW AND HIGH PROJECTIONS FOR POPULATION, LIVE BIRTHS AND LIVE BIRTH RATE BY YEAR. 



PROJECTED PERCENT PROJECTED PERCENT 

POPULATION CHANGE FROM LIVE BIRTHS CHANGE FROM 

PREVIOUS YEAR PREVIOUS YEAR 

aiSKaiKKKaiss3KssssKSsaiaixss3Xxsssx33Xssaixaixss8SK3S3X3xssssssz = sz = = = sBXss 



YEAR 



PROJECTED PERCENT * 

LIVE BIRTH CHANGE FROM 

RATE PREVIOUS YEAR 

3XSSS3SSS33SSXSS3X3X383XXS83XS 



1960 


LOW 


227900. 




LOW 


4291 . 






LOW 


18.8 








HIGH 


250600. 




HIGH 


4719. 






HIGH 


18.8 






1981 


LOW 


228600. 


.307 


Ldw 


4305. 




.307 


LOW 


18.8 




0 




HIGH 


255400. 


1 .915 


HIGH 


4809. 




1 .915 


HIGH 


18.8 ^ 




0 


1982 


LOW 


233000. 


1 . 925 


LOW 


4387. 




1 . 925 


LOW 


18.8 




0 




HIGH 


260100. 


1 .840 


^ HIGH 


4898. 




1 .840 


HIGH 


18.8 




0 


1983 


LOW 


239600. 


2^833 


LOW 


4512. 




2.833 


LOW 


18.8 




0 




HIGH 


266700. 


2.537 


HIGH 


5022. 




2.537 


HIGH 


18.8 




0 


1984 


LOW 


247200. 


3. 172 


LOW 


4655« 




3. 172 


LOW 


18.8 




0 


• 


HIGH 


275500. 


3.300 


HIGH 


5188. 




3.300 


HIGH 


18.8 




0 


1985 


LOW 


254700. 


3.034 


LOW 


4796. 




3.034 


LOW 


18.8 




0 




HIGH 


284400. 


3.230 


HIGH 


5355. 




3.230 


HIGH 


18.8 




0 


1906 


LOW 


262260. 


2.968 


LOW 


4938. 




2. 968 


LOW 


18.8 




0 




HIGH 


293300. 


3. 129 


HIGH 


5523. 




3. 129 


HIGH 


18.8 




0 


1987 


LOW 


269820. 


2. 883 


LOW 


5081 . 




. 2 . 883 


LOW 


18.8 




0 




HIGH 


302200. 


3.034 


HIGH 


5690. 




3; 034^ 


HIGH 


18.8 




0 


1988 


LOW 


277380. 


2.802 


LOW 


5223. 




2.802 


LOW 


18.8 




0 




HIGH 


31 1 100. 


2.945 


HIGH 


5858. 




2.945 


HIGH 


18.8 




0 


1989 


* LOW 


284940. 


2. 726 


LOW 


5365. 




2.726 


LOW 


18.8 




0 




HIGH 


320000. 


2>B61 


HIGH 


6026, 




2.861 


HjOH 


18.8 




0 


1990 


LOW 


292500. 


' 2.653 


LOW 


5508. 




2.653 


LOW 


18.8 




0 




HIGH 


328900. 


2.781 


HIGH 


6193.*' 




2.781 


HIGH 


18.8 




0 


1995 


LOW 


330200. 


12.889 


LOW 


6218. 




12.889 


LOW 


18.8 




0 




HIGH 


373400. 


13.530 


'HIGH 


7031 . 




13.530 

0 


HIGH 


18.8 




0 


2000 


LOW 


367800. 


1 1 .387 


LOW 


6926. 




1 1 .387 


LOW 


18.8 




0 




HIGH 


418100. 


1 1 .971 


HIGH 


7873. 




1 1 .971 


HIGH 


18.8 




0 


SSSXSXS3SX3XSS3338S3SS33StX3XX5X3X8S 


SSXS3S3XXXSS 


3 X S S 3 S S 


8 3 3 3 


SSS3333X333 


33 3S 33 


38S333SXXaiSSX8S3XBX 


MEAN 




LOW 


2.530 






LOW 


2.530 






LOW 


• 0 


(1980^ 


1990) 


HIGH 


2. 757 






HIGH 


2.757 






HIGH 


0 



«« THE AVERAGE LIVE BIRTH RATE FOR THE STATE OF COLORADO FOR THE PERIOD 1960-1978 WAS USED 
IN THIS TABLE BECAUSE THE COUNTY LIVE BIRTH RATE FOR THIS PERIOD WAS VERY ERATIC. 
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1 ADAMS COUNTY\ COLORADO 
1 -2 



TABLE 



PROJECTED 
PROJECTED 



1 ' 



GRADE LEVEL ENROLLMENTS BASED ON 1979 E^NROLLMENTS , PROJECTED POPULATION AND LIVE BIRTHS, 
GRADE ONE ENROLLMENTS AND GRADE LEVEL SUCCESS I ONgMULT I PLIERS GIVEN IN THE APPENDIX. 

GRADE LEVEL 



YEAR 




IS 


1 
1 




o 


H 




D 


7 


o 




1 n 

1 L« 


1 1 
1 1 


1 2 


OTHER 


1 1 ML. 


1 a Q ^ 


LuW 


I 

o o o o 


O^O 1 . 


3440 . 


ODD/. 


O^ 1 u . 


^ 7Q A 
O / . t 


O DO O . 


o / ^ ^ . 


O V? . 


O DO 1 . 


3788 . 


O / ^ 1 . 


33 1 9 


1 

1 220 . 


48462 . 




HIGH 


3906. 


3281 . 


3440. 


3567. 


3910. 


3798 


3638. 


3722. 


3525. 


3631 . 


3788. 


3791 . 


3319. 


1223 . 


48537, 


1 1 


LOW 


obj 1 o . 


>1 O R "7 


O 1 . 


>1 o o 
OH . 


O ESQ Q 
O DOO . 


OO^^ . 


o AKQ 
O OD ^ . 


An 1 

OOU 1 . 


O / 1 <J . 


O V? . 


3590 . 


O \7D / • 


3393. 


1 227 . 


^8748 . 




HIGH 


3990. 


4135. 


3192. 


3423. 


3588. 


3892 


3869. 


3801 . 


37,1.0. 


3525. 


3590. 


3567. 


3393. 


1231 . 


'48905. 


1 QO O 

1 9od 


LOW 




H 1 H O . 


394 6 . 


O 1 / o . 


Ohh O . 


OD / 1 . 


O^DD . 


H UH O . 


7 AQ 
O / O^ . 


7nQ 


A^ 
Oh 0\J . 


A 1 
O O O 1 . 


3 1 92 . 


1 237 . 


49151 . 




HIGH 


4144. 


4224 . 


4023. 


3176, 


3443_. 


3571 . 


3965. 


4043. 


3789. 


3709. 


3485. 


3381 . 


3192. 


1243. 


4 9388. 


1 983 


LOW 


^20. 


4308 . 


4032 . 


o^^ / . 


O 1 Q R 
O 1 . 


O >1 O 7 
OH / . 


O CO A 

o doo . 


/I 1 /I o 
H 1 H O . 


H U O U . 


'^7A A 
O / OO . 


KK7 
ODD / . 


OO QO 

O^O^ . 


O D . 


1 254 t 


4 9536 . 




HIGH 


4 198. 


4387. 


4109. 


4003. 


31 95. 


3427. 


3638. 


4143. 


4030. 


3788. 


3667. 


3282. 


3026. 


1262. 


50155. 


1 984 


LOW 


4 232 . 


4 361 . 


4191. 


4 013. 


3950 . 


3 1 80 . 


O >1 Q 1 
OH ^ 1 . 


OAn 1 
OoU 1 . 


H 1 . 


/I n o Q 


'5 7/1 
O /h O . 


Oh DO . 


OCl'^7 

^ ^O / . 


1 07A 


DU / . 




HIGH 


4314 . 


4444 . 


4268. 


4089. 


4027. 


3180. 


3491 , 


3801 . 


41 29. 


4029. 


3745. 


3453. 


2937. 


1288. 


51197. 


1 985 


LOW 


4031. 


4481 . 


4243 . 


4 1 7p . 


4036 . 


3932 . 


o^hU . 


ODH O . 


O 7 Q Q 

o / oy . 


H 1 ^O . 


Q A /I 
OyOH . 


ODd / • 




1 OHR 


1 A7 1 

O 1 O / 1 . 




HIGH 


4293. 


4558. 


4323. 


4247. 


' 4114. 


4008. 


3240. 


3648. 


3789. 


4128. 


;3984 . 


3527. 


3090. 


1309. 


52005. 


1 986 


LOW 


4 021 . 


*^4268 


4359 . 


4ddd . 


4 1 95 . 


H U 1 O . 


H UUb . 


o Joo . 


o e o e 
obob . 


'5 7 A A 
O / OO . 


y1 n AO 
H UO^ . 


O 7 1 
O / D 1 . 


O 1 

O 1 DD , 


1 O^H . 


KOcn7 

«Jl^DU / . 




H'GH 


4347. 


4550 


4443. 


4302. 


4272. 


4095 


4083. 


3385, 


3636. 


3788. 


4082, 


3751 . 


3156. 


1329. 


52825. 


1 987 


LOW 


4 069 . 


4258 . 


4 1 52 . 


4338 . 


4247 . 


4 1 / b . 


H U^O . 


H 1 OO . 


OO /h . 


o e o e 
obob . 


O 7/1 cs 
O /h O , 


O A/l A 
OOh4 . 


O O D / . 


1 o o ^ . 


5321 2 . 




HIGH 


4396. 


4603. 


4426. 


4422, 


4328. 


4253. 


4171 . 


4266. 


. 3374. 


3636. 


3745. 


3844 . 


3357. 


1 353. 


53772. 


1 988 


LOW 


4 1 50 . 


4308 . 


4142. 


4 1 32 . 


4363 . 


4228 . 


4254 . 


H^ / / . 


'/I 1 7 0 
H 1 / ^ . 


O O 70 
O O / O . 


OD^H . 


OD^ / . 


Oh H u . 


1 oo^ . 


V? O / 1 D . 




HIGH 


4473. . 


4 654 . 


4477. 


4405. 


4448*. 


4308. 


4332. 


4358. 


4252. 


3373. 


3594 . 


3527. 


3440. 


1374 . 


5461 1 . 


1989 


•LtlW 


4247 


4394 . 


4190. 


4 122. 


41 56. 


'4343. 


4307. 


4445 . 


4263. 


4171. 


3335. 


3385. 


3156. 


' 1366. 


54289. 




HIGH 


4585, 


4736. 


4527. 


4456. 


4431 . 


4427. 


4388. 


4526. 


4344 . 


4252. 


^ 3335. 


3385. 


31 56. 


- 1398. 


55537.' 


1990 


LOW 


4343. 


4496. 


4274 . 


4170. 


4146. 


41 37. 


4424 . 


4500. 


4430. 


4262. 


4124. 


3141 . 


3029, 


1391 . 


55281 . 




HIGH 


4699. 


4 854 . 


4607. 


4505. 


4482, 


4410. 


451 0. 


4585. 


4512. 


4343, 


4204 . 


3141 . 


3029. 


1432. 


56f899. 


1995 


LOW 


4 824 . 


5006. 


4770. 


4648. 


4576. 


4456. 


4440 . 


4533. 


4430. 


4377. 


4339, 


4289. 


3736. 


1512. 


QD091 . 




HIGH 


5265. 


5455. 


5189. 


504 8. 


4961 . 


4822. 


4793. 


4886. 


4786. 


4732. 


4625, 


4372. 


3807. 


1616. 


/4204 . 


2000 


LOW 


3800. 


5515. 


5266. 


5141 . 


5073. 


4951 . 


4942 . 


5059. 


4938. 


4832. 


4673. 


4304. 


3764 . 


1607. 


63865, 




HIGH 


4171 . 


6064 . 


5773. 


5629. 


5545. 


5403. 


5386. 


5504 . 


5362. 


5238. 


5057. 


4647. 


4057. 


1751 . 


69577, 
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1-3. PROJECTED TOTAL SCHOOL ENROLLMENT BASED 
AND PROJECTED LIVE BIRTHS FROM TABLE 1. 



YEAR 



. Pbl 



ROJECTED 
" PULATION 



PERCENT CHANGE, 
FROM PREVIOUS YEAR 



ON THE LOW AND HIGH POPULATION PROJECTIONS 

m « 



PROJECTED TOTAL 
SCHOOL ENROLLMENT 



PERCENT CHANGE 
FROM PREVIOUS YEAR 



a s 3S.3 : 


:j;aasss:ssass 


.asssssssas 


saasasasss 


3aasassssassssaas8SSSSZ5Ssas|;5=ssaaassssssssaaassssaassB8sssssss 


1980 


xow 


227900. 






LOW 


48462. 








HIGH 


250600. 






HI GH 


4p537 . 






.1981 


LOW 


228600. 




.307 


LOW 


46748. 




.591 


• 


HIGH 


255400. 




1 .'915 


HIGH 


48dC5. 




. 757 


1982 


LOW 


233000. 




1 . 925 


LOW 


49T51 . 




. .828 ' 




HIGH 


260100. 




1 . 840 


HI GH 


49388 . 




. 987 


1983 


LOW 


239600. 




2.833 


LOW 


49836. 




1 . 394 




HIGH 


266700. 




2 . 537 


HI GH 


501 55 . 




1 . 553 


1984 


LOW 


247200*. 




3. 172 


LOW 


50792. « 




1 .918 




HIGH 


' 275500. 




3. 300 


HIGH 


51 197. 




2.078 t 


1985 


LOW 


254700. 




3. 034 


LOW 


51871 . 




2. 124 




HIGH 


284400. 




3 . 230 


HI GH 


52005. 




1 .579 


















1986 


LOW 


262260. 




2. 968 


LOW 


52607. 




1 .419 




HIGH 


293300. 




3. 129 


HIGH 


52825. ^ 




'1 .575 


1987 


LOW 


269820. 




2.883 . 


LOW 


53212." 




1 . 150 




HIGH 


302200. 




3. 0^4^ 


HI GH 


53772, 




1 ,793 


1988 


^ LOW 


277380. 




2 . 802 


LOW 


53716. 




. 946 




HIGH 


311 100. 




2 . 945 


HI GH 


5461 1 . 




1 . 560 


1989 


LOW 


284940. 




2. 726 


' LOW 


54289. 




1 ; 068 




HIGH 


320000 




2.861 


7HIGH 


55537. 




1 ,695 


1990 


LOW 


292500. 




2. 653 


.LOW 


55281 . 




1 .827 




HIGH 


328900. 




2. 781 


HI GH 


56899. ' 




2 . 454 




LOW 


330200. 


*< 


12.889 


^ LOW 


60091. 




8,701 




HIGH 


373400. 




13.530 


HIGH 


64204 . 




12,837 


2000 


LOW 


367800. 




1 1 . 387 


LOW 


63865. 




6,280 




HIGH 


418100. 




11.971 


J HIGH 


^577. 


to 


8,369 


a s E B as 


saaasaasaas 


saasssxzss: 


:aasaaaaaas=saasssa8s: 


:=assasaaaasssas 


asssasaaaasssaass 


■ssaaaass 


sssaaafissaa 


MEAN 






LOW-. 


2.530 






LOW 


1 . 326 


(1980- 


1990) ^ ^ 




HIGH 


2.767 






HIGH 


1 .603 
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1 ADAMS COUNTY « COLORADO 
TABLE 



1-4. NUMBER OF TEACHER 
PROJECTIONS GIVEN 
. USED WAS THE SAME 



AND NON'-TBACHER CERTIFIED PERSONNEL NEEDED TO 
IN TABLE 2. THE RATIO OF STUDENtS TO TEACHER 
AS THESE RATIOS WERE IN 1979, APPROXIMATELY 



SUPPORT THE TOTAL SCHOOL ENROLLMENT 
AND NON-TEACHER PROFESS! I NAL STAFF FTE 
18.5 TO 1 AND 106 TO 1 RESPfeCTl VELY . 







PROJECTED 
' POPULATION 




' PROJECTED 
ENROLLMENT 




TEACHERS 
NEEDED 




NON-TEACEHER 
CERTIFIED PERS. 
NEEDED 








S«SSSSSSSSSBSSS«SSSSSSSSSSSS=S 






SSSSSKSSSSSSS 




1980 


LOW 
HIGH 


227900. 
250600. 




48462. 
48537. 


* 


2612. 
2616. 




458. 
459. 


LOW 
HIGH 


1980 




1981 


LOW 
HIGH 


228600. 
255400. 




48748. 
48905. 




2628. 
2636. 




461 . 
462. 


LOW 
HIGH 


1981 




1982 


LOW 
HIGH 


233000. 
260100. 




49151 . 
49388. 




2649. 
2662. 




465. 
467. 


LOW 
HIGH 


1982 




1983 


LOW 
HIGH 


239600. 
266700. 




49836. 
50155. 




^^^j^ 2686. 
^ 2703. 




471 . 
474 


LOW 
HIGH 


1983 




1984 


LOW 
HIGH 


24720a.' 
275500. 




50792. 
51197. 




2738. 
2760, 




480. 
^ 484. 


LOW 
|i!GR 


1984 




.^98.5 


'LOW. 
HIGH 


254700; 
284400. 




^' 51871. 
52005. 




2^96. 
2803. 




491 . 
492. 


LOW 
HIGH 


1985 




1986 


LOW 
HIGH 


262260. 
293300. 


- ^ 


52607. 
52825. 




2836. 
2847. 




497 . 
500. 


LOW 
HIGH 


1 986 




1 QUI 


LOW 
HIGH 


269620. 
302200. ' 




5321 2 . 
53772. 




2868. 
2898. 




503. 
508. 


LOW 
HIGH 


1 987 




1988 


LOW 
HIGH 


277380. 

31 1 100. 
> 




53716. 
5461 1 . 




2895. 
2944. 




508. 
516. 


LOW 
HIGH 


1988 




1989 


LOW 
HIGH 


284940. 
320000. 




54289. 
55537. 




2926. 
2994. 




513. 
525. 

* 


•LOW 
HIGH 


1989 




1990 


LOW 
HIGH 


292500. 
328900. 




55281 . 
56899. 




2980. 
3067. 




523. 
538. 


LOW 
HIGH 


1990 




1995 


LOW 
HIGH 


330200. 
373400. 




60091 . 
^204. 




3239. 
3461 . 




568. 
607. 


LOW 
HIGH 


1995 




< 

2000 


LOW 
HIGH 


367800. * 
418T00. 




^865. 

69577. 




3442. 
3750. 




604. 
. 658. 


LOW 
HIGH 


2000 
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FORMULA FOR THE PROJECTION OF GRADE ONE ENROLLMENTS GIVEN IN TABLE 2. 



GRADE ONE ENROLLMENT - ( -.00292300) TIMES THE POPULATION DURING THEvVEAR OF ENROLLMENT 

+( .97885984) TIMES THE NUMBER OF LIVE BIRTHS DURING THE YEAR OF BIRTH 
+( -.00202241) TIMES THE POPULATION pURING THE YEAR OF BIRTH 



1295.)^ 
R SQUARED - .81 182 



12.94208 



SIGNIFICANCE & .001 



13 



xxxxxxxxx 



FORMULAS FOR THE SUCCESSIVE GRADE LEVEL ENROLLMENTS 



ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 1 « 
ENROLLMENT IN GRADE ^2 » 
ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 3 » 
ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 4 » 
ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 5 » 
ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 6 s 
ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 7 » 
ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 8 » 
ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 9 » 
ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 10 » 
ENROLLMENT II 
ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 12 > 



1 1^ or^Mut I w 
IN (^A^^l 



1.0587) tiMES ENROLLMENT IN KINDERGARTEN THE YEAR BEFORE 

.9728) TIMES €NROLLMENT IN GRADE 1 THE YEAR BEFORE 

.^9951) TIMES ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 2 THE YEAR BEFORE 

1.0059) TIMES ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 3 THE YEAR BEFORE 

.9954) TIMES vENROLLMENT IN GRADE 4 THE YEAR BEFORE ; 

1.0187) TIMES ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 5 THE YEAR BEFORE 

\ 

t.0449) TIMES ENROLLMENT IN GRADE p THE "^EAR BEFORE 

.9967) TIMES ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 7 THE YEAR BEFORE 

.9998) TIMES ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 8 THE YEAR BEFORE 

.%Q97) TIMES ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 9 THE YEAR BEFORE 

.9417) TIMES ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 10 THE YEAR BEFORE 

,8949) TIMES ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 11 THE YEAR BEFORE 



ENROLLMENT IN KINDERGARTEN IN THE YEAR 2000 » THE ENROLLMENT IN GRADE 1 THAT SAHE YEAR DIVIDED BY ( 1.4513) 
TOTAL SCHOOL ENROLLMENT » THE SUM OF ENROLLMENTS IN GRADES K THROUGH 12 DIVIDED BY ^( .9748) ^ 
ENROLLMENT IN GRADE OTHER « TOTAL SCHOOL ENROLLMENT MINUS THE SUM OF ENROLLMENTS IN GRADES K THROUGH 12, 




4:^ 



1 ^ AOAMS county, COLORADO 



7 " 



.1 



74 



Pages 25-328 have been removed; they 
contain projections for the remaining 
Colorado counties. 

Copies of the complete document may 
be obtained from: 

Department of Education 
University of Colorado 
Campus Box 249 
Boulder, CO 80309 



